WHILE TONY 
SORTS OUT 
THE WORLD... 


‘4 
- 


F ® Britain’s health service descends into 
ever greater chaos 


_ @ Railtrack goes bust, further adding to 
the breakdown of our hopeless —— 
system 


_ @ Our education continues to be the worst 
in Europe 


_ © British manufacturing industry goes into 
ever steeper decline 


: © Flood of asylum-seekers and illegal 
- immigrants gets totally out of control 


(See inside) 


Tony sorts out the world 


It is a hallmark of most politicians who 
lack grip over the affairs for which they are 
responsible that they deflect attention from 
their failures by grand public postures, 
preferably on the international scene or 
connected with some armed conflict or other 
in which they can strut the world as figures 
of ‘strength’, ‘purpose’ and ‘resolution’. If 
some ‘patriotic’ dimension can be given to 
the act, all the better: a situation of ‘national 
emergency’ can be invoked. Politicians know 
that in such situations people’s critical 
faculties can be numbed, or at least volun- 
tarily suppressed. It is a time when “we all 
have to pull together” — meaning that any 
dissenting voice can quickly be slapped 
down as ‘disloyalty’ and even ‘treason’. It is 
also a time when the midgets of politics can 
assume heroically gigantic proportions merely 
by way of the scale of the scenarios in which 
they are cast. 

Tony Blair and the functionaries of ‘New 
Labour’ know all this only too well. They are 
skilled in nothing if not ‘spin’. To them, 


Nationalist comment 


‘image’ is all-important. The public percep- 
tion of them as moulded by the mass media is 
infinitely more relevant and vital to them 
than the reality of their actual deeds. If focus 
on the latter is allowed for any prolonged 
period of time, they shrink to their natural 


unique in its possibilities even by compar- 
ison with the Diana funeral in 1997, when 
Tony of the quivering lip was able to parade 
his grief and sympathy before a nation 
whipped up into maudlin frenzy by a media 
circus in part quite cynically manipulated by 


TONY’S GLOBAL MISSION 
The Premier is seen here talking to German Chancellor Schréder at an EU summit in 
Ghent aimed at bringing about greater European involvement in Bush’s war against 
the Taliban 


dimensions, which are those of utterly use- 
less, incompetent and failed jobsworths — 
many fathoms out of their depth in the 
handling of the real national problems that 
are their proper province and which they are 
promoted and paid to deal with. That is why, 
for them, the world crisis occasioned by the 
terrorist attacks on the United States is a 
heaven-sent opportunity, almost a deliver- 
ance. For Blair in particular, it is a photo-call 


Spearhead 


No. 393 NOVEMBER 2001 
PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT 
Editor: John Tyndall 

Spearhead exists to reflect a cross-section of contemporary British Nationalist opinion. It is privately 
published by its editor and is independent of all political parties and groups. 

Unless it is specifically stated otherwise, the views expressed in signed articles or letters in 
Spearhead are the sole responsibility of their writers and should not be taken as representing the views 
of the Editor or the policies of any political organisation that Spearhead may support editorially. 

Spearhead welcomes enquiries from prospective advertisers, to whom rates will be sent on request. 


Advertising matter, accompanied by pre-payment, must be submitted at least one month prior to the 
publishing date (normally the first day of the month) of the issue for which the advertisement is 
intended. The Editor reserves the right to refuse, without giving reasons, to publish any advertisement 
submitted. The appearance of an advertisement in Spearhead does not necessarily indicate that the 
Editor has any knowledge of, interest in or support for the product, service, organisation or function 
being advertised. 

The Editor is pleased to receive from readers manuscripts for articles for possible publication. The 
most useful lengths are of around 1,000 to 1,850 words. Spearhead is currently produced using Serif 
PagePlus 6 software. Articles sent on 3.5” computer disk, preferably in Rich Text Format (RTF), will be 
welcome if compatible. To ensure acceptance, however, they should also be sent in printed or type- 
written format. No payment is made for articles published, which become Spearhead copyright unless 
the writers specifically request otherwise. The Editor reserves the right to shorten or otherwise amend 
articles submitted for publication. 

Those wishing to reprint Spearhead articles in other publications should ensure when doing so to 
give public acknowledgement to both the writer and Spearhead and to include in the acknowledgement 
the magazine’s full address. 


Page 2 


his own press office. Then, of course, the 
Blair administration was new and scarcely 
tried; now it is tired, faded and badly discred- 
ited by its singular lack of achievement in 
virtually every branch of national affairs. In 
place of the ‘Bambi’ expression of four years 
ago, there has been the worn and washed-out 
look of a leader stumbling from one 
domestic fiasco to another, desperate to find 
a new trick to focus attention elsewhere. 

Then on the 11th September there came 
salvation. Both international and national 
politics became an entirely new ‘ball game’. 
The issues of yesterday seemed to shrivel 
into insignificance beside the dominant issue 
of world terrorism and how to meet it. 

Tony experienced rebirth. The failed 
prime minister of a failed government, 
presiding over disgraced public services in 
which virtually nothing ran properly, became 
transformed into a world statesman, strutting 
the capitals and conferring with the emin- 
ences of every power, great and minor, 
speechifying to mankind and conjuring up 
visions of a perfect universe of peace, plenty, 
reason and brotherly love — if only all 
nations, races, creeds and factions would 
embrace the Blair vision of the liberal utopia, 
a prospect about as realistic as the flight of 
pigs but mesmeric in its effects on the legions 
of mindless boobies comprising Tony’s 
natural constituency. 


Unwelcome exposure 

But in the midst of all this a rude jolt was 
provided by a small incident which, once 
known, badly soiled the beautiful picture. A 


on the 


month’s news 


hitherto obscure apparatchik in the grossly 
inflated Blair bureaucracy, one Jo Moore, 
sent out an e-mailed memo confessing how 
welcome the death and destruction in 
America had been to the government 
because it provided a big smokescreen under 
which items of news unfavourable to Blair & 
Co. could be released with much reduced 
public notice taken of them. Entirely without 
Miss Moore’s intention, this blew up into a 
major national scandal which embarrassed 
the government far more than all the news 
items in question added together. And of 
course the source of the embarrassment was 
the commonly recognised truth that Miss 
Moore was not just speaking for herself but 
was reflecting the mentality of the whole 
apparatus of government of which she was 
just a small part. 

All common sense dictated that Jo should 
immediately be sacked for her appalling gaffe 
but, as we should know by now, nobody gets 
sacked from Tony Blair’s gravy train. Blair 
himself dismissed the e-mail as “horrible and 
wrong and stupid.” But there the matter 
ended. Why? The popular view in the media 
world seems to be that, if the lady got 
anything more than a ritual ticking off, she 
would spill the beans on her superiors while 
probably providing evidence that what she 
said was general gospel throughout the 
corridors of political power. For once, we 
think the media probably have a point — 
because the memo was all of a piece with 
everything the government has been doing 
since it took office in 1997, and is indeed 
confirmed by Tony’s current global head- 
line-grabbing. But for these theatrics, British 
minds might be focused with much greater 
concentration on real British problems, which 
pile up ever more embarrassingly as its 
premier seeks to bring order to the planet. 


Chaos at home 

Let us remind ourselves of a few of these. 
Our health service has now become much 
more than a shambles from which many 
thousands of patients suffer; it has now 
become a source of national humiliation as 
those who can afford it travel to France or 
Germany to get the treatment they cannot get 
at home. Yet after years of national hand- 
wringing over this gross failure of govern- 
ment there seems no sign that things are 
getting any better. Complete paralysis rules 
where the country is crying out for action. 

In the field of public transport, things go 
from bad to worse — the latest symptom 
being the collapse of Railtrack. It is not that 
the nation is lacking in awareness of what 
has to be done, only that there is a seemingly 
total lack of will to do it. 

And in education much the same story is 
present. Standards are the lowest in Europe, 
probably in the developed world, but again 


paralysis prevails. 

British manufacturing industry continues 
in its ever steepening decline. Last month 
5,000 jobs were lost in what remains of Rolls 
Royce — once the world leader in the 
production of motor and aero engines but 
now a shadow of its former self, with the 
motor car section having passed under German 
ownership. Aero engine orders are suffering, 
and this is blamed on the slump in air travel 
following the disasters in the United States; 
but the real culprit is the global economy and 


— 


RECRUITS TO WORLD TERROR - AND THEY’RE FROM LONDON! 


reaffirm how much we owe to Britain’s 
Muslim community and how innocent its 
members are of any complicity in hijackings 
and murders around the world. 


Britain’s fifth column 

The true reality behind these pious out- 
pourings was revealed by The Sunday Times 
(hardly a ‘racist’ paper) in a report on the 
21st October which focused on Muslims in 
Britain seeking to join the terrorist army of 
Osama bin Laden. Two from East London 


Above are Abdul Halim, from Whitechapel, and Abdullah, from Ilford. They are seen 
in Lahore, Pakistan, where they are preparing to join bin Laden’s Al-Quaeda fighters. 


the way in which successive governments 
have failed to protect the industry against 
foreign competition, while denying it the 
investment necessary to its sustenance and 
growth. National leadership in proper 
command of the economy, and with a policy 
and a will, would cope with these problems, 
but to New Labour they are only of minor 
concern beside the opportunity for Tony to 
pontificate and gesture before the world’s 
TV cameras with his quack solutions to 
conflicts of which he has little understanding. 

And while all this is happening the flood 
of immigrants into overcrowded Britain 
continues unabated, with government at a 
total loss either to stop it or even to explain 
why it is not being stopped. Here is a genuine 
national crisis which calls out for firm 
leadership and firm action, but our boss man 
is abroad sorting out other people’s 
problems. Even in the one place where those 
problems genuinely affect us and where we 
can do something about them — namely in 
respect of the uncomfortable numbers of 
Islamic terrorists and their supporters 
residing within our own borders — the limit 
of the government’s capacity seems to be to 


were interviewed in Pakistan, where they 
declared their readiness to kill for Islam. Just 
how many more there are in our midst is 
beyond calculation, but one stated that our 
own British army was unwittingly facilit- 
ating training for some militants: “Prominent 
clerics in East London mosques,” the report 
said, “had encouraged men to enlist to train 
for the jihad (holy war).” One of the men 
said he knew 10-15 people, including 
‘British’ soldiers, who had left this country 
to fight. 

The brutal reality is that out of a Muslim 
population in Britain officially acknow- 
ledged to be two million (in truth probably 
far larger) there is an incalculable number 
sympathetic to Islamic terrorism and ready to 
take part in it. This fifth column exists right 
in our midst because Tony Blair’s govern- 
ment, with its liberal immigration policy and 
its commitment to multi-racialism, allows it 
to exist. If Blair wants to do something to 
combat terrorism, instead of his present 
globetrotting he would be far better advised 
to come home and get on with the job of 
sorting out Britain — beginning with the 
would-be terrorists within our own borders. 
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OURSELVES AND ISLAM 


AT A TIME when almost the entire national focus is on 
terrorism by Islamic fundamentalists and the Western 
response to it, we make no apologies for devoting a large 
part of Spearhead this month to that topic. In a way, this 
issue has much broader ramifications than just those 
involving national security; it informs our attitude to a 
whole range of political, social and moral questions. 

The killing of thousands of innocent people in the 
attacks in the United States using hijacked aircraft was an 
outrage of monstrous proportions — in our eyes. That is to 
say, it was monstrous by all ethical standards known to 
Western, Christian peoples. 

But in the eyes of Islamic fundamentalists it was seen 
as a necessary and justified act. We say this, not to 
excuse or mitigate such an attitude, only to state it as a 
fact. It is a fact with which we have to live in this very 
complex world, however much we may deplore it. Liberals 
have great difficulty in coming to terms with this; believ- 
ers in realpolitik, on the other hand, recognise it while not 
liking it any the more. 

There is of course a certain underlying hypocrisy in the 
liberal attitude. Liberals will repeatedly condemn the 
slaughter of innocent people in the attacks in New York 
and Washington, but they are ready to look the other way 
when it comes to the innocents now being killed in the 
raids on Afghanistan, just as they did when innocents 
were wiped out in the raids on Yugoslavia a short time 
ago — and as their predecessors did when German cities 
were firebombed in World War Il and hundreds of 
thousands, possibly millions, were fried to death. Liber- 
als are just as prepared as anyone to embrace realpolitik — 
when it suits them and when it does not go against 
‘fashionable’ opinion. Then liberals will protest that such 
killing is necessary and justified — a principle they would 
abhor when Islamic fundamentalists invoke it. 


WHY THEY HATE AND DESPISE US 


It is held in the mainstream media that Islamic funda- 
mentalists hate the West, resent its prosperity and despise 
its values of ‘democracy’, ‘freedom’ and ‘human rights’. 
All this is to a great extent true, but we should be careful 
about doing battle over these things. Resentment over 
other people’s wealth and high living standards is an 
ignoble sentiment in itself; but when those who enjoy 
such wealth and standards are seen to be obsessed with 
them to the extent that most modern Westerners — partic- 
ularly Americans — now are, and when there is evidence 
that such people are woefully lacking in any moral or 
spiritual dimension to their lives, it is easy to despise them 
for that. And so they should be thus despised. 

As for ‘democracy’, ‘freedom’ and ‘human rights’, we 
have to understand, again, that the vast majority of 
Muslims belong to cultures that see things very differ- 
ently, just as they see differently questions of life and 
death which determine attitudes to terrorism. To most 
Muslims, not just the most ‘extreme’ or ‘fanatical’, the 
Western Christian obsession with such things as the 
‘right to life’ is a strange and alien concept — just as is the 
obsession with the ‘rights’ of the individual as against the 
needs of the community. Muslims practise comparatively 
little birth control because they regard it as an obligation 
, to posterity to breed children and continue the race, though 


of course ‘race’ is not a concept they would accept in the 
terms we understand it — perhaps an indication that hypo- 
crisy is not a Western liberal monopoly. To Muslims, at 
least, there are greater things than the right of the indiv- 
idual to do as he or she likes. Is their attitude to these 
things superior or is ours? There is no moral yardstick by 
which such matters can be judged because they and we 
live in wholly different moral worlds. Ultimately, human 
evolution will decide these questions by the verdict of 
who survives and who does not. At the moment, West- 
erners’ prospects in the survival stakes do not look too 
rosy — not that most Westerners care; to them, survival is 
a purely personal thing — an individual thing, devoid of any 
national, racial or evolutionary obligation. 


KIPLING KNEW 


Kipling understood these things, as best expressed in 
his lines saying that “East is East and West is West, and 
never the twain shall meet.” But today’s liberals think 
they know better than Kipling. To them, the world is a 
gigantic parish and they its parish priests. People not 
benefiting from the glories of ‘democracy’ must be force- 
fed such things until they understand what is good for 
them. Women who believe it necessary to posterity that 
they give birth to children must be liberated from such 
out-of-date superstitions. This is the mission that the 
United States has taken upon itself, with Britain, as ever in 
the post-war world, scuttling along like an obedient poodle 
in its wake and at its bidding. 

We are constantly told by our lords and masters that, 
now that the menace of global communism is no more, it 
is miltant Islam that threatens us, and that is why we 
must be ready to wage war against it. 

But does militant Islam threaten us because the Islamic 
militants seriously imagine that they can invade and 
occupy the whole West and impose their way of life on its 
peoples? Their leaders (if not all their multitudes) are 
much too intelligent for that. Men who can organise 
operations like the recent attacks on the targets in the US 


-are not likely to suffer from such delusions. 


Or is current Islamic hostility towards us essentially a 
defensive response, that is to say a response based on a 
strategy that is defensive even if it employs tactics that 
are offensive, as often happens in war? 

We touched a moment ago just fleetingly on race, but it 
is at our peril that we leave the racial factor out of the 
equation. Italian Premier Silvio Berlusconi caused a furore 
recently when he said that the world of Islam was 
‘inferior’ to the West. What Signor Berlusconi did not say 
— perhaps because he preferred for diplomatic reasons not 
to say it — was that it is primarily racia/ differences 
between the Islamic and Western worlds that account for 
those contrasts in standards that prompt such arguments 
about superiority and inferiority. In other words, if 
Western standards are superior it is not because liberal- 
ism, democracy and Christianity are superior but because 
the peoples comprising the West have the greater racial 
aptitudes in the way of achieving the standards that they 
— that is to say we — deem important. 

Which leads us to the bottom line of this message: that 
the twain should not meet, that we should keep out of 
their world and keep them out of ours. 


The things the 


In spite of growing evidence that Islamic 
terrorists are living and planning their atroc- 
ities among us, we have become fixated on 
firing missiles at Afghanistan. Take the case 
of Zacarias Moussanoui, who it is believed 
would have been the fifth hijacker on board 
the plane which crashed in Pennsylvania had 
he not been arrested in America on immig- 
ration charges a few weeks earlier. He is a 
French citizen of North African extraction 
who, as far as can be told, has never set foot 
in one of bin Laden’s terrorist training 
camps. He learned his extremism not in 
Afghanistan, nor even within the bounds of 
Islam, but after coming to London in 1992. 

Suspects have been arrested in Slough and 
Wood Green, in North London. Yet raids on 
terrorist cells at home, which ought to be the 
front line in a war against terrorism, have 
become secondary to a display of firepower 
against an indirect enemy thousands of miles 
away. 

ROSS CLARK 
The Spectator (20.10.01) 


Osama bin Laden would be well advised 
to arrive by plane in this country, bringing 
his family, friends and political entourage. 
On landing he could demand political asylum 
on the grounds that his life would be in 
danger were he to be extradited to America. 

He could then demand that his human 
rights were protected and secure the expert- 
ise of Cherie Booth, QC so that not a hair of 
his beard was touched. Her firm of lawyers 
could be engaged to resist attempts by the 
FBI to extradite him. These lawyers would, 
of course, be funded by the taxpayer to the 
tune of several million pounds, which could 
be better spent on schools and hospitals. 

He could enter into talks with Tony Blair 
to negotiate what concessions are available 
to terrorists in exchange for the decommiss- 
ioning of some of his weapons at a later date, 
but in the meantime he would be allowed to 
keep his AK47 rifle. His deputy may even be 
given a seat in Parliament and in due course 
be promoted to Minister for Education. 

While this is going on, our Prime Minister 
will be seen standing shoulder to shoulder 
with President Bush in his fight against 
terrorism. 

J.A. GOLDER 
Letter in Sunday Telegraph (24.9.01) 


... Our Prime Minister seems to be unable 
to keep his moral terms down merely to the 
highest; he soars irrepressibly into the Olym- 
pian, the stratospheric. From a simple, clear 
ultimatum to the Taliban, he suddenly soars 
to an entirely global plan of peace and 
prosperity. Another dimension is appearing, 
it seems. If the international community 
chose to come together, he explains, it could 


sort out all the awful things that are going on 
all over the world today, everywhere. 

Together, for instance, he says we could 
sort out the continuing conflict in the Demo- 
cratic Republic of the Congo; we could sort 
out the whole of Africa, in fact. “Our side” — 
that’s to say, a new partnership of the “inter- 
national community” — could give more aid 
and debt relief to Africa, plus our “help” with 
“good governance”, infrastructure, military 
training and conflict resolution. Africans, on 
their side of the deal, would have to put a 
stop to dictatorship, human rights abuses, 
corruption and bad “governance”, and start 
being properly democratic, like us. With our 
help. 

And not only could we — and should we — 
“heal the scar” that is the state of Africa (Mr. 
Blair’s imagery plummeted for a minute 
here, since scars are already healed, but you 
get the idea). We would also have a duty to 
heal scars of one kind or another right across 
the globe, with our Prime Minister as one of 
the leading Médicins Sans Frontiéres. From 
Afghanistan to the Céte d’ivoire, from the 
Falls Road to the Negev, we could just sort 
things out. Even the weather. Get them to do 
things our way. The right way. Simple, really 
— put like that. 

MINETTE MARRIN 
Daily Telegraph (6.10.01) 


Though Tony Blair has somewhat shifted 
his ground by claiming that the terrorists’ 
aim is to disrupt Western economies, his 
grand theme remains that we must support 
the US because it helped us in our hour of 
need — it ‘stood by us’ during the Blitz... 

The Blitz started in 1940. The Americans 
entered the war only in December 1941, 
when Pearl harbour was attacked and Hitler 
subsequently declared war on the US.... 

In the Lend Lease Act... Britain was 
required to abandon Imperial Preference, the 
system of nil or reduced tariffs in trade 
within the Empire. The US wanted freer 
access to markets everywhere. 

In short, American policy was driven by 
self-interest. It is not something we should 
get too excited about. What should agitate us 
is Blair, now in Messianic mood, being so 
indifferent to Britain’s self-interest. We were 
not (but are now likely to become) targets of 
Islamic terrorists, and our vulnerability is 
alarming. 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (12.10.01) 


Tom MacFarlane suggests US Lend Lease 
was the most generous act in history (Letts). 
In fact Roosevelt was a shrewd politician, 
and it can be clearly asserted that Lend Lease 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


was an economic lever which the US used 
against wartime Britain. 

To obtain Lend Lease, Britain had to sign 
the Atlantic Charter, which signalled, from 
an American viewpoint, the beginning of the 
end of the British Empire — and of tariff 
barriers that were detrimental to US trade. 

Furthermore, Britain had to sign the 
Bretton Woods Agreement in which the British 
Government promised to end its bi-lateral 
trade system and Sterling Bloc and to bring 
about a multi-lateral economic world trade. 

The Anglo-American ‘special relation- 
ship’ is a myth based on a pro-American 
Churchill. Using the past to justify Britain’s 
need to stand ‘shoulder to shoulder’ with the 
US today, as they did in ‘our hour of need’, 
is dangerous. Over-sentimental viewpoints 
need to be set aside when considering how to 
react today. 

Contrary to what Tom Macfarlane might 
think, international foreign policy can be a 
cynical business — remember how the US 
encouraged Britain just before the 1956 
Suez Crisis, then accelerated the run on the 
pound by selling its sterling assets and 
placing pressure on Venezuela not to supply 
us with oil during the crisis. 

TREVOR BROOKES 
Letter in Daily Mail (25.9.01) 


As a British Irishman, I am curious as to 
what the British and Irish governments 
propose to do about the IRA, given the 
increased worldwide awareness of the 
dangers of terrorism. 

Will the Irish adopt a more robust attitude 
towards seeking out and destroying the 
illegal terrorist arms dumps in the Irish 
Republic, given that Sinn Fein/IRA has no 
intention of doing so? 

Of course, we first have to ask whether 
our own Prime Minister is prepared to con- 
template the same military action against the 
IRA which he now advocates against 
Afghanistan. If not, why not? 

PETER DOYLE 
Letter in Daily Telegraph (8.10.01) 


A car dealer friend had two supposed 
Kosovan refugees ask for a copy of the 
logbook and MoT of a £1,500 Ford he was 
selling after having taken it in part-exchange. 

They returned the following day with a 
cheque from the DSS. He was stunned, but a 
‘phone call confirmed it was genuine. 
Apparently, Social Services also pay for the 
tax and insurance. 

Can anyone tell me why I bother working 
for a living? 

M.J. BRUIN 
Letter in Daily Mail (31.8.01) 
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BRIBES FOR VOTERS! 


JOHN TYNDALL examines how our rulers, in their desperation, are 
looking for new gimmicks to lure people back to the polling booths 


ACCORDING to a report in The Sunday 
Times on the 30th September, new plans 
are in the pipeline to tackle the problem of 
voter apathy highlighted by the low turn- 
out at last June’s general election and 
even much lower ones at some other 
elections in recent times. The report, com- 
piled by Michael Prescott and Eben 
Black, said:- 


“All British adults will be required to 
register to vote, then enticed to enter the 
ballot booth on election day by the lure of 
cash prizes, under plans outlined by David 
Blunkett. 

“ People who turned out to vote would find 
themselves automatically entered into a 
lottery with top prizes worth £10,000 to 
£20,000. 

“Blunkett, the home secretary, hopes the 
chance of winning a prize will help to 
increase turn-out, which fell to 59 per cent 
in June’s general election.” 


When reading this, I was immediately 
struck by two thoughts. First, was the report 
a spoof — rather like the April Fools’ joke 
item customarily placed in the Daily Mail on 
the 1st April each year? Or, if not this, was 
Mr. Blunkett merely engaging in some 
eccentric hobby-horse exercise of his own, as 
is not unusual with MPs, even those of 
cabinet rank? 

No, the first possibility was a non-starter 
— not in such a paper as The Sunday Times 
and not on the date in question. As for the 
second, this seemed to be ruled out by what 
appeared a little later in the report. It was 
stated that Blunkett had been... 


“ .. given permission to write it (the book) 
by Tony Blair, fuelling suggestions that he 
is being advanced as a possible successor in 
preference to Gordon Brown, the chancel- 
lor.” 


And:- 


“Speculation about the Blairites’ preference 
for Blunkett was rife at the unreported book 
launch in London last week. Neither Brown 
nor any of his supporters attended, but 
Blairite cabinet ministers, Downing Street 
staff members, Peter Mandelson and Cherie 
Blair, the prime minister’s wife all mounted 
a show of support.” 


FLYING A KITE 


All of this makes it likely that Mr. Blair 
has been consulted over the main proposals 
contained in the book and that he, if not 
going so far as to endorse them wholeheart- 
edly, at least considers them with sufficient 
seriousness to make it worthwhile flying a 
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BLUNKETT 
Suggests giving voters free lottery tickets 
to get them to turn out 


kite for them with public opinion. 

I do not know whether the lottery induce- 
ment to targeted voters will ever be adopted, 
but the mere fact that a senior government 
official is ready, with a perfectly straight 
face, to suggest it in an important book, and 
that the Prime Minister himself, no less, 
considers it an idea worth putting forward for 
public debate, should tell us a great deal 
about the personages who govern us. I would 
go further: I would suggest that it tells us 
quite a lot about the stage we have reached in 
the metamorphosis of that political doctrine 
known as ‘democracy’ — a doctrine which 
figures prominently among the listed causes 
justifying the present assault on Afghanistan 
and the face-down between the western 
nations and militant Islam. 

Most of us will recall the time when, as 
children, we were induced by the offer of 
sweets to do those things which our elders 
believed good for us — whether it be 
cleaning our teeth in the mornings or putting 
on our best manners when grandparents 
visited. I recall a particular occasion when a 
family photographer felt bound to offer a 
large piece of chocolate as encouragement to 
me to assume the right expression before his 
camera, and I still have the picture in my 
scrapbook with the offering placed next to 


me as I smile. 

But these things are part of the infant 
world; we are supposed to grow out of them 
as the years pass. When the guardians of a 
political creed and system feel bound to 
employ much the same practices to persuade 
us to fulfil our duties towards the upkeep of 
the system, it is surely time to ask whether 
that system cannot provide more solid justif- 
ication for its existence. 

Right now, our lords and masters are 
contrasting the ‘rational’ nature of western 
politics and religion with the alleged super- 
stition and fanaticism of the followers of Mr. 
bin Laden. I have always thought this some- 
what strange, since liberal democracy is a 
way of looking at the world equally redolent 
with ideological fetishes that defy all the 
laws of common sense. Why, for instance, 
does the practice of getting people to choose 
their rulers every few years by going out and 
scribbling a cross on a piece of paper confer 
on those who employ it some special moral 
high ground over those who decide things 
differently? We may think our way is better, 
and perhaps it is. But this would be purely 
because it works more effectively — for us 
at least — not because it enjoys greater 
blessing from the Almighty, who I am sure is 
wisely neutral in such matters. ‘Democracy’ 
may be a system suited to the western psyche 
— though even in the western context it has 
prevailed over only a fraction of our history. 
But that does not mean it has to be suited to 
everyone else, least of all that it is something 
worth going to war to make the world safe 
for, as Franklin D. Roosevelt once claimed. 


EVANGELICAL FERVOUR 


Yet it has been the evangelical fervour 
with which the guardians of democracy have 
striven to extend its writ to all the regions of 
the earth, in the name of the New World 
Order, that has provoked the terrible 
response that we witnessed in the United 
States on the 11th September this year. It is 
largely — though not wholly — in the name of 
‘democracy’ that American and British 
forces are currently pulverising the cities of 
Afghanistan. Other principles, such as ‘anti- 
terrorism’, are of course invoked; but always 
accompanying denunciations of terrorism is 
the claim that ‘democracy’ must be estab- 
lished if terrorism is not to prevail. The 
regular bombing of Iraq by US and British 
forces over the past decade, long after the 
Gulf War had come to an end, has of course 
not been terrorism but something else! 


As if to underline how awful Mr. bin 
Laden and his fellow-believers are, the 
western press has cited their utter contempt 
for democracy. That, as our scribes would 
claim, is tantamount to shouting the f... 
word in the midst of a service in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral. Yet what emotion other than 
contempt can one feel for a system which has 
reached a point at which its rulers are 
thinking about bribing the population with 
cash prizes in order to attract their partic- 
ipation in it? 

Yes, of course, the Blunkett proposals are 
merely the extension of an idea to ridiculous 
extremes. They may never actually be 
adopted, but the very fact that they can even 
be contemplated in high places is an indic- 
ation of how far the process of degeneration 
of our democratic system has now gone. 
Even if lottery hand-outs offered to voters 
like sweets to children never actually 
become a reality, what undoubtedly is reality 
is the massive public disillusionment with 
the electoral system for which the idea is 
proposed as a cure. What the sentinels of 
democracy have to contend with is the fact 
that to an increasing number of British voters 
their procedure for choosing governments is 
being seen as a fraud and a waste of time. Yet 
rather than address this problem in an adult 
way, by looking at the system’s basic weak- 
nesses and proposing something practical to 
overcome them, they seek puerile gimmicks 
to entice the electors into the polling booths. 
What next? All-day ‘pop’ concerts at every 
polling station? Unlimited free beer for every 
voter? The possibilities are endless. Of 
course, such blandishments only reveal the 
total disdain our bosses have for ‘the people’ 
on whose supposed wisdom and _public- 
spiritedness the whole idea of democracy is 
founded. 


VOTER IGNORANCE 


Needless to say, neither British electors 
nor the electors of any other democracy — 
except possibly those of Ancient Athens — 
have ever based their votes on an informed, 
prudent and personally disinterested consid- 
eration of public issues; as ever, they have 
obeyed slogans, been sold empty promises 
and, in most cases at least, given primary 
consideration to their own selfish desires 
when deciding in favour of this or that 
politician or party. It was ever thus. The 
Athenian citizens, being a leisured élite, far 
above the average intelligence of the popu- 
lation and thoroughly schooled in public 
affairs and public virtues, might well have 
exercised their rights differently — but even 
that did not prevent their military impotence 
vis-a-vis Sparta in the Peloponnesian War in 
403 BC or Macedonia 65 years later. And at 
least the Athenians derived their under- 
standing of political issues from free debates 
in an open forum; they did not suffer the 
tyranny of a controlled press and television, 
as is the lot of the citizens of modern ‘demo- 


cracies’. 

Today, true democracy can perhaps 
function in a village angling society or 
gardeners’ club. There the numbers involved 
are small enough for everyone to know 
everyone, and the matters of debate restricted 
enough for it to be supposed, reasonably, that 
each member will have some understanding 
of what is being discussed. Every participant 
can have the facility to make his or her views 
known without the aid of mass-circulation 
newspapers or broadcasting networks. Not 
least, vested interest, while perhaps not 
entirely absent, is never all-pervasive, and 
can usually be seen whenever it intrudes. In 
such circumstances, the democratic process 
can come fairly close to expressing the will 
of those concerned — even if, as will often 
happen, it does not result in the wisest 
decisions. 


MODERN DEMOCRACY 
A FANTASY 


But as none of these conditions operate in 
a modern political ‘democracy’ the idea of 
decisions by popular will is pure fantasy. The 
people have no more control over what is 
done in their name than in Stalin’s Soviet 
Union — and the likelihood of government 
being carried out in their best interests is just 
about as remote. Powerful oligarchies — 
often alien ones — can by clever and ruthless 
manipulation of the system ride roughshod 
over ‘the people’ on almost any issue they 
like, whether it be race, Europe, capital 
punishment, abortion or (as in the Scottish 
Assembly recently) the abolition of Clause 
28 on homosexual education. What is still 
presented to the masses as the ultimate in 
political wisdom and goodness is in fact 
nothing better than a racket — and in fact an 
even worse one than Stalin’s because under 
the latter scores of millions at least knew 
that they were being tyrannised. 

But even our British racket is now 
wearing thin and its authority being dimin- 
ished. Vast numbers are registering their 
disillusionment in the only way presently 
available to them: by staying at home or 
going to the pub or bingo when voting time 
comes along. The manipulators are worried. 
If more and more of the people as a whole are 
not sufficiently motivated to vote, that could 
mean that the ones who are motivated will 
turn out and do so while the others abstain. 
And the motivated ones may vote for the 
wrong kinds of parties and the wrong kinds 
of policies. That simply would not do! So 
what can be done to stimulate motivation? 
Well, Mr. Blunkett has come up with an 
idea. Doubtless someone in the same 
quarters will think of a better one. I have 
suggested a couple — facetiously of course. 
We are now in an age in which politics are no 
longer serious, and so one must enter into the 
spirit of the farce. Perhaps one or two of our 
readers can better my own contributions to 
the script. 


But our rulers have other problems too. 
While they are stuck with populations almost 
wholly unmotivated except by the lure of 
money, sex, booze and entertainment, their 
present international adversaries are placed 
very differently. They can command many 
thousands, possibly even millions, who are 
prepared to fly, drive or walk to certain death 
in a cause in which they passionately believe. 
The cause may well be a wrong one — who 
is to judge? But their commitment to it is 
real, and that is the only relevant fact of the 
current world crisis. 


PEOPLE WHO WON’T FIGHT 


And what our rulers are scared to death 
about is that this commitment, this readiness 
to sacrifice, fundamentally alters the whole 
global balance of power — a balance of 
power they have taken for granted for the 
past half-century. The United States and the 
other western nations may have the economic 
might, the advanced technology, the ultra- 
sophisticated military hardware. But they 
also have legions of people who will not 
fight, least of all die, for powerful ideals; 
people grown fat and lazy in environments of 
security and comfort; people who believe in 
nothing — beyond childish suppositions 
about their ‘rights, of which the ‘right’ to an 
affluent lifestyle is the most important; 
people who care so little about posterity that 
they have lost the will to reproduce, and thus 
become ever more of a minority with every 
year that passes; people who live under 
leaders utterly devoid of real patriotism, 
altruism or loyalty to anything or anyone 
beyond themselves, leaders moved by total 
cynicism and egotism and nothing more. 

We may sneer at the ardent faith of the 
Islamic fundamentalists. We may blink 
uncomprehendingly at their fanaticism. We 
may consider the means by which they 
pursue their objectives as monstrous. 

But by the inexorable laws of history they 
are destined eventually to prevail over us — 
unless we in the West can discover a faith of 
equal strength, which can bring forth equal 
commitment — equal at least in its fervour if 
not in its methods. 

For unless we do this, all the weapon 
power on this planet will not avail us in our 
fight for survival, supposing that we even 
want to survive. 

For ‘we’ are the people who now, appar- 
ently, are thought to need the lure of cash 
prizes to bother to get off our posteriors and 
play a part in the choosing of our leaders. 
This is an illustration of the contempt these 
leaders have for us. 

The near future will determine whether 
that contempt is justified or not 


Read Spearhead on the Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles from Spear- 
head by visiting the Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 
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Who are the 


real haters? 


ONE of the major weapons the 
managed media use against nation- 
alists is their portrayal of us as 
‘haters’, projecting us as non-thinking 
Neanderthals who have a visceral 
loathing of other races. But as our own 
editor confirmed in an interview with 
American Dissident Voices some years 
ago, there is absolutely no problem in 
this regard on a personal and individual 
basis. The difficulty arises with group 
relations. As Jung discovered, once 
groups are involved, the instinctive 
part of the brain — concerned with 
territory and aggression — takes 
control. This is the real reason why 
every multi-ethnic country in history 
has self-destructed. 

Carl Gustav Jung, in my view, was 
one of the greatest intellects Europe 
ever produced. He was a real thinker, 
who tried to expand consciousness, 
unlike Freud who wanted to reduce 
everything to the terms of his own 
preoccupations and peculiarities. 
Midget authors like Nadine Gordimer 
still seek to challenge Jung, libelling 
every opponent of globalist one-world 
fantasies as ‘haters’ and ‘racists’. Her 
recent article in The Observer, entitled 
‘Purge this evil — the greatest 
challenge facing the world is to rid itself 
of racism’, purveyed all the usual 
nonsense about ‘racial hatred’, while 
purporting to describe a UN conference 
on racism that she attended. 

But |, for one, would far sooner have 
the company of a member of one of 
the more primitive African tribes — say 
the Nuba or Lokuta of The Sudan — 
than the company of an obese besuited 
City money-seller, New Labour lobby- 
fodder parliamentarian, or vindictive 
‘feminist’’ like Mrs. Gordimer. | am 
pleased to note that my viewpoint is 
also shared by other alleged ‘nasty 
racists’ such as Leni Riefenstahl. 


EUROPE’S PAST 

A passage in The Phillips Great 
World Atlas states: “Until the large- 
scale immigration of racial groups from 
other continents during the second half 
of the 20th century, Europe was 
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remarkably homogeneous. Almost all 
its inhabitants were descended from 
the original Indo-European settlers.” 
Surely anyone, whatever their political 


embark upon an era of ten thousand 
years of peace and plenty, the Pax 
Judaica, and our race will rule undis- 
puted over the world. Our superior 
intelligence will easily enable us to 
retain mastery over a world of dark 
peoples.” 

Well, we all know that even the 
Church of England in this country has 
some pretty odd bishops and minis- 
ters, and Rabinovitch’s words might 
not represent the views of all of his 
community. But such a statement 

does make an impression, even if one 
is not particuarly conspiracy-minded. 

More to the point, perhaps are the 
articles of Professor Kevin Macdonald, 


IAN BUCKLEY joins argument with 
a politically correct authoress 


orientation, should be interested in 
why such a great change took place so 
suddenly? 

Whether one sees it in terms of 
cheap labour and bloc votes or goes 
deeper and studies the words of 
Emmanuel Rabinovitch, the event is 
worthy of serious analysis, not supp- 
ression. Rabinovich was the Rabbi who 
stated in Budapest in 1952 that: ~... 
the White Race will disappear, for the 
mixing of the dark with the white 
means the end of the White Man, and 
our most dangerous enemy will 
become only a memory. We shall 


% 


BRITAIN’S ENDANGERED MAJORITY 


who. using only Jewish or neutral 
sources, has traced the mass import- 
ation of cheap non-European labour 
into the United States since 1965 back 
to the manoeuvrings of Jewish-Amer- 
ican leaders. As Macdonald says, 
“[They] have an interest in opposing 
the establishment of ethnically and 
culturally homogeneous societies in 
which they reside as minorities.” 

This pioneering work has unfortun- 
ately only been made available to a 
relatively small audience. By the way, | 
wonder how long it will be before the 
editors of The Phillips Great World 


Anything said in support of their preservation is seen as ‘racism’ 


Atlas are accused of ‘hate speech’. 

Miss Gordimer exhibits some 
unbelievable misapprehensions and 
misunderstandings when she says: “I 
was a panellist at a session discussing 
the gene revolution, the important 
implications of the human genome 
discovery in relation to the danger of 
racist genetic engineering, when the 
proceedings became inaudible due to 
the abuse being shouted by a Muslim 
group at the Israeli contingent.” 

lronically, Nadine Gordimer seems to 
be indulging in a little ‘racist stereo- 
typing’ of her own with that depiction 
of garrulous and excitable Arabs! When 
one understands the background to 
this scene, then the ‘noisy abuse’ 
perceived by Gordimer becomes a very 
mild response. 


‘ETHNO-BOMB’ 


For, at their research base i1 Nez 
Tsiona, Israeli scientists are research- 
ing into the distinctive genes carried by 
Arabs, in order to create a deadly 
bacterial or viral agent which can be 
used to attack Palestinians or Iraqis. 
Indeed, according to Victor Ostrovsky’s 
book, The Other Side of Deception, it 
is common practice to try out new 
biological and chemical ‘nasties’ on 
captured Palestinians — an act which 
most normal people would consider 
highly unpleasant, not to mention 
illegal. This infamous ‘ethno-bomb’ 
has received only slight exposure in the 
establishment media, most notably the 
Sunday Times. Well might those Arabs 
make a loud protest! 

Gordimer’s attitudes and double 
standards are all of a piece with those 
of the slippery creatures in high office 
in our own country. Such arch-hypo- 
crites dare to condemn even the 
gentlest advocacy of Anglo-Celtic self- 
preservation as ‘racism’, while some- 
how simultaneously contriving to 
approve of the merciless blasting away 
of dozens of harmless Sudanese and 
Afghan civilians as in the ridiculous 
and appalling ‘Lewinsky raids’. 

Additionally, Gordimer takes the 
view that to criticise Israel for brutal 
treatment of the Palestinians is strictly 
verboten: in this specific case, the 
standards are reversed and it becomes 
‘anti-semitism’ — the worst form of 
‘racism’ — to criticise the aggressive 
imperialism of Israel. Gordimer, of 
course, was prominent in denouncing 
the previous apartheid-practising 
South African government, which 
never did anything remotely compar- 
able to what Israel has perpetrated. 
Tear gas and shotguns are out, but 
apparently tanks, missiles and Apache 
attack helicopters are alright by this 


‘anti-racist’; it seems to be a question 
of whether the ‘right’ people use such 
instruments of mass devastation! Peter 
Hain is a similar breed of hypocrite in 
our own country. 

Nadine Gordimer’s anti-Arab fixation 
continues when she remarks con- 
cerning the slavery debate that: “no 
mention was made of Arab slave- 
trading nations,” and describes this as 
“an extraordinary omission.” Gordimer 
goes on to say that: “Enslavement of 
Africans by Arabs began before Europe 
entered this terrible form of profitable 
racism...” All true, of course, as far as 
it goes, but nationalists in the know 
will realise that there’s an even bigger 
‘extraordinary omission’ that still 
remains virtually unmentionable today, 
namely the major participation of many 
members of the tribe which now 
believes — allegedly — in ‘tolerance’ and 
denounces ‘anti-semitism’ as a mortal 
sin. 

Gordimer’s piece partakes of the 
general air of unreality, of forced 
assent, which permeates most liberal 
writing on this subject. | recall in this 
connection, an amazing scene on the 
local television news during the 
summer. 

A woman reporter, Emma Murphy, 
appeared live from Oldham during a 
studio discussion on the disturbances 
there. Anyway, the talk of the panel 
proceeded along the accustomed and 
expected lines — far-right agitators 
from outside stirring up trouble and so 
on — the same tired spiel as is heard on 
a hundred and one recent current 
affairs programmes. Unfortunately, 
when the camera switched over for 
comment from Miss Murphy, she was 
in the process of being jostled and 
buffeted by two or three Asian youths. 
She was visibly shocked and shaken 
by this encounter, but made absolutely 
no comment on the incident. The 
presenter in the studio also ignored the 
assault — something that was emphat- 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast 
details to:- 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 
6089, London WC1N 3XX. 
Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


ically not in the script of the managed 
media. 

Such a non-reaction, though intrins- 
ically ridiculous, should come as no 
real surprise: the foot soldiers of the 
media know well enough the positions 
that have to be adopted, in conformity 
to orders from above. One suspects 
that if any comment had been made, 
both presenters would have made 
rapid Politburo-style disappearances 
from news-programming. 

All in all, arum affair, when those 
who preach ‘tolerance’ have to indulge 
in totalitarian tactics or give vent to 
anti-Arab slurs. One wonders if the 
people who write such hysterical — not 
to say offensive — headlines as ‘We 
must cut out the cancer of racism’ are 
themselves suffering from long-supp- 
ressed violent racial feelings! 

As for ourselves, we know whom to 
hate: not the immigrants, but rather 
the treasonable politicians responsible 
for wrecking this country in accord- 
ance with the one-world design. For 
their destruction of industry and 
farming, their shameful neglect of old 
folk and their slow genocide of the 
Anglo-Celtic people in their own 
country, this Judas-like rabble will one 
day be held accountable. 


’ An inappropriate term, since ‘feminism’ 
entails the destruction of real femininity 
and the creation of hundreds of thousands 
of unhappy pseudo-men. 


2 ‘Indo-European’ has in recent times been 
made a substitute for ‘Aryan’ — a conse- 

quence of the latter word, used in most old 
dictionaries, becoming politically incorrect. 
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AMERICANS are frequently being asked 
at group meetings to observe a moment of 
silence in memory of those who died in 
the September 11th 2001, terrorist att- 
acks. Such observances are appropriate 
acts of civic piety. 

What is inappropriate and intolerable is 
the implicit demand of the Establishment 
(whether the government, the media, the 
churches) that we maintain silence and 
refrain from inquiring into the causes of this 
catastrophe and from criticising the powers- 
that-be and the policies which have so 
clearly led to the terrorism directed against 
the American people. 

The demand is that we shut up and do as 
we are told. Ours, we are told, is not to 
reason why but to do and die. Did even the 
harshest of Prussian monarchs demand the 
kind of ‘kadaverdiszipline’ which American 
‘democracy’ requires? 

Regardless of the efforts of the Régime to 
insulate itself from criticism, we will not be 
silent. 

Specifically, we refuse to be silent on the 
following:- 

(1) The reasons for the United States being 
the target of this attack. 

(2) The failed policies of the Power 
Structure which led to the attack and its 
success. 

(3) The identity of those who advocated 
those failed policies and the fact that there 
are some Americans who for a long time 
have opposed those failed policies and who 
have shown that they would be wiser leaders 
of our nation and captains of our ship of 
state than the discredited leaders of the past. 
(4) The folly of the war now being pro- 
moted and ballyhooed by the government 
and the media. 

So let us deal with these questions in turn:- 
(1) Why were we attacked? 

As has been pointed out by many obser- 
vers, including syndicated columnist Sam 
Francis, former editor of National Review 
Joseph Sobran and the editor of Spearhead 
himself, the great unasked question has 
been: “Why?” 

The very first step in any criminal inves- 
tigation is to determine who would have a 
motive, and what the motive was. 

The motive in this case is obvious. 
Indeed, it has been clearly and unequiv- 
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A HUNDRED-YEARS 
WAR IN PROSPECT 


ocally stated by the chief suspect himself, 
Bin Laden. The clear reason for the attack is 
the unwavering support by the US Régime 
of Israel, and our consequent unwanted 
presence in the Middle East and Islamic 
World. 

We have been Israel’s blank cheque now 
for almost five and half decades. Our polit- 
icians have scrambled over each other to 
fawn over Israel and its fifth column domi- 
ciled in the United States. No action by the 


ages and schools; not the assassination of 
Palestinians abroad by trained Israeli terror- 
ists; not the desecration of Christian 
churches — no crime or atrocity by the 
Israelis has had the slightest affect on the 
Israel toadies who govern this country. 

The United States has stood alone in the 
world as a supporter of everything the 
Israelis have done. Repeatedly, it has been 
the US alone which has vetoed resolutions 
in the Security Council of the United 


An American view of the current world crisis 
from THORBOURNE RICHARDSON 


Zionist State has been outrageous enough to 
deter our ‘leaders’ one whit. Not the orig- 
inal ethnic cleansing of the Palestinian 
population through horrors like the Deir 
Yassin massacre; not the bombing of our 
own library in Egypt by Israelis trying to 


OSAMA BIN LADE 
Has made clear that American support for 
Israel is a major reason for attacks on US 
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perpetrate an atrocity to be blamed on 
Arabs; not the bombing of our own ship the 
Liberty; not the use of cluster bombs on the 
civilian population of Beirut in violation of 
the sworn treaty commitments not to use 
this type of bomb except in case of national 
survival; not the bombing of Arab orphan- 


Nations criticising Israel’s actions, such as 
the horrors perpetrated in the devastation of 
Lebanon in the 1980s. In the General 
Assembly it has not been unusual for resol- 
utions to be passed condemning Israeli 
crimes with only two dissenting votes: those 
of Israel itself and of its satellite state, the 
USA. 

It has been the United States which has 
provided the money, the bombs, weapons, 
ammunition and other means with which 
these Israeli crimes have been perpetrated. 

It should be self-evident that we could 
not have expected to have involved our- 
selves in this conflict without becoming a 
party to it and thereby a target. 

If Bin Laden is the perpetrator, his own 
statements make clear the reason for his 
animosity toward the United States: our 
involvement as Israel’s enabler and provider 
in the Middle East conflict. Under normal 
circumstances, the statements Bin Laden has 
made would be read into evidence by a 
prosecutor to establish the motive. In the 
case of the recent terrorist attacks, however, 
the government at all levels has issued banal 
and preposterous claims that the attackers 
are ‘crazy’, are ‘filled with hate’, are 
‘cowards’, attacked us because they hate 
‘democracy’, hate America because of its 
‘freedom’, and so on. 

The only note taken of the statements of 
Bin Laden has been the demands of the 
Bush administration that the American 
media should not play any more of them, 
originally because the government charac- 
terised those statements as ‘propaganda’ and 
subsequently, when the ‘propaganda’ reason 
appeared too close to censorship, based on 


the ludicrous contention that the statements 
might contain a code to direct further 
attacks.* 

The real reason is obviously the two facts 
that Bin Laden’s statements are too clear an 
indication that Israel was the reason for the 
attacks and that Bin Laden is a more per- 
suasive and eloquent speaker than George 
Bush. 

The Régime, however, seems to be 
failing in its efforts to control public inquiry 
into the reason for the attack. A recent 
Reuters poll (not reported in the compliant 
American media) showed that well over 50 
per cent of the American people believed 
that our support of Israel was a ‘major 
reason’ for the attack. One can rest assured 
that this chasm between public opinion and 
published opinion is a cause of genuine 
concern to our rulers. 


(2) What policies of our Régime led to 
this catastrophe? 

In a healthy and honest country, immed- 
iately behind the first inquiry as to the 
motive of the criminals would be self-exam- 
ination. What did we do that caused this 
attack and contributed to its success? 

Two policies would at once be obvious: 
(a) our interventionist, meddlesome foreign 
policy in general (and our support of Israel 
and involvement in the Middle East in 
particular); and (b) our open-borders immi- 
gration policy. 

Naturally, the Regime is not willing to 
allow any inquiry into these matters either. 
It certainly would do no good for the head 
table to have the serfs discussing what 
failures on the part of the leadership played 
a role in the catastrophe. 

America has minded everybody’s 
business all over the globe except its own. 
We are protecting borders all over the 
world, but not our own. We have military 
bases all over the earth. We are involved in 
Haiti, in Ulster, in Kosovo, in Bosnia, in 
Chechnya, in Israel/Palestine, in Korea, in 
Somalia, in Taiwan/China. We are the 
moral nanny of the world, telling everybody 
how they should live, what they should and 
should not do and how they should structure 
their societies. 

Americans are told by the Régime that 
this situation exists because we are so 
‘good’, so much the moral superiors to 
everyone else on the planet. This propa- 
ganda line taps the deep Puritan busybody 
strain in the American national personality 
which cursed us from the beginning of the 
country when we received nothing but 
Whigs from the Mother Country and no 
Tories. The original America was almost 
entirely Whiggish, with no Tory anchor. 
The stamp of this original mould is with us 
yet, despite the subsequent admission of 
large numbers of non-British immigrants 
into the national population. 

In reality, however, these policies are 
undertaken by the Régime to benefit very 


sordid financial motives and alien ethnic 
agendas far removed from the realm of the 
high blown moralistic propaganda about 
spreading ‘freedom’ and ‘democracy’ all 
over the world. The rest of the world 
largely recognises this and despises Amer- 
icans for what they see as our typically 
whiggish Anglo-Saxon hypocrisy. The 
average American does not understand this, 
however, and is hurt, amazed and even 
outraged, when his desire to be loved and 
admired for his ‘goodness’ goes unrequited, 
and he finds out that he is hated. Joe-Six- 
Pack America is then an easy target for the 
Régime’s contentions that those who hate 
our country are ‘crazy’. 

The foreign policy pursued by the United 
States from the War for Independence until 
the beginnings of American interventionism 
in World War One was a simple and 
coherent one. It was based upon the two 
principles of: (a) isolationism; and (b) the 
Monroe Doctrine. 

The principle of isolationism (or ‘non- 
interventionism’, as it would be called 
today) was first formulated by George 
Washington in his Farewell Address, a 
prescient speech which deserves to be 
ranked in world history with speeches such 
as Pericles’ Oration over the Athenian Dead, 
and one which in the former America used 
to be a standard feature of every child’s 
education. 

America has the most enviable geo- 
graphic position in the world. We sit in our 
hemisphere with no country anywhere near 
us which could pose a military threat. We 
have sufficient resources that if our people 
were properly educated and trained, we 
could be almost an economically autarchic 
unit. 

If little Switzerland, with almost no 
resources and landlocked in a circle of 
larger powers, has been able to pursue 
successfully a policy of neutrality, surely 
America could. Such a policy was formerly, 
and would be again, in the interests of the 
core of the American people, the ‘American 
Majority’, as Wilmot Robertson called it. 
However, for the alien fifth column in our 
midst, with its need for an international 
bully to promote its interests all over the © 
globe, such a policy just would not do. 

Consequently, the media, which the fifth 
column controls, has made the term ‘isolat- 
ionist’ a curse and a reproach. 

The Monroe Doctrine was formulated by 
President James Monroe and implemented 
with the assistance of the British Royal 
Navy after the Napoleonic Wars in Europe. 
This doctrine was the policy of discouraging 
and preventing powers in the Old World 
from acquiring control or dominant influ- 
ence in any of our neighbouring countries in 
the New World. 

This policy was followed for over 150 
years until President Kennedy scrapped it 
and allowed Cuba to remain as a Soviet 


base. 

The result of the abandonment of the 
twin foreign policies of isolationism and the 
Monroe Doctrine brought us to the present 
situation in which the US ignores its own 
critical national interests while meddling all 
over the globe in matters in no way affect- 
ing us and of absolutely no genuine concern 
to the American European majority. 

The abandonment of traditional foreign 
policy formulated by Anglo-Saxons like 
Washington and Monroe has gone hand in 
hand with the emergence of control by 
non-Anglo-Saxons. It is not surprising that 
WASP-ish policies like isolationism and the 
Monroe Doctrine have been ignored in view 
of the fact that twice in the last three decades 
American foreign policy has been in the 
hands of foreign-born aliens, Henry Kiss- 
inger and Madeleine Albright, both of 
whom qualify for membership of the Israeli 
Fifth Column. Is this not a truly remarkable 
state of affairs in all of human history? Two 
foreign-born Secretaries of State in three 
decades? And both members of the same 
alien group? It is indeed a remarkable state 
of affairs perhaps unique in all history, and 
the fact that it is never even commented 
upon in the mainstream media is perhaps 
even more remarkable. 

The chickens of our meddling have now 
come home to roost. It is time to abandon 
the failed policies of interventionism and 
return to our traditional policy of minding 
our own business — in short, a policy of 
isolationism. Naturally the Régime does not 
approve of discussion of this idea. 

The other policy of the Régime which 
played a major role in bringing about the 
bombing of the World Trade Centre is the 
policy of open immigration. 

This policy also is not a traditional one, 
contrary to ‘melting-pot’ propagandists. 

From the very beginning of the country, 
standards were applied to the kind of immi- 
grant who could come here. The founders of 
the Republic, such as John Jay, explicitly 
rejoiced not in our ‘diversity’ but in our 
homogeneity: the fact that we were virtually 
all of one religion, national origin and 
language were seen as good omens for the 
future of the country. 

This policy was implemented in the 
McCarran Quota Act in the 1920s, which 
allowed only very small immigration and 
confined it to White Europeans and largely 
to White Europeans of British origin. 

This law remained our national immig- 
ration policy until 1965, when it was 
repealed at the demand of Congressman 
Emmanuel Cellar of New York City, who 
was, not surprisingly, a member of the same 
element of the national population as 
Secretaries of State Kissinger and Albright. 

Indeed, members of this group have 
openly stated that the policy of colonising 
America with Third World non-whites is 
pursued because of the group’s need to 
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protect itself by creating more minorities so 
that there will be no single dominant group 
which could threaten its security and 
control. 

The Arab terrorists were able to come to 
America, settle here, be trained as pilots and 
so on because of the policy of colonisation 
through immigration. 

This policy also needs to be scrapped, 
and a policy of achieving national homo- 
geneity, like that intended in the McCarran 
Act, reinstated. 

The Régime is as unwilling to allow a 
review of its immigration policies as it is to 
permit discussion of its failed foreign 
policy. 

(3) Who has advocated these failed 
policies of interventionism/subservience 
to Israel and open-borders immigration? 
And who has opposed them? 

The various support groups of the 
Régime — Zionists, globalised big 
business, etc. — are the supporters of 
both of the failed policies. 

Only a simpleton could fail to see 
why we pursue a policy of blind 
support for Israel. Only slight research 
is required to uncover who has created 
and pursued the open-borders immig- 
ration policy: the same ethnic element, 
for its own need for protection and 
allies; big business (and its Republican 
Party), in its need for cheap labour; the 
Democratic Party, in its need for more 
non-white voters. 

The ‘leadership’ has failed. It is time 
for new leaders. 

The question should then be: “Does 
anyone exist who correctly predicted 
the failure of these policies which led 
to the terrorist attack?” 

The answer to that question is that 
such people certainly do exist — and 
exist in relatively large numbers. 

They are the ‘extremists’, the ‘haters’, 
the ‘far right-wingers’, and so on — to 
use the convenient vocabulary with 
which they have been tagged by the 
Regime and its support groups. 

They are these despised people about 
whom we hear much but from whom we are 
never allowed to hear. 

They are people, to put it bluntly, like the 
editor, writers and readers of Spearhead 
and similar publications, the leadership and 
members of groups like the British National 
Party in the UK. They have been proven to 
be right. 

The Regime and its old leaders have been 
proven to be failures. It may be rightly said 
of them as Cromwell said, “Ye have sat too 
long for all the good that ye have done. In 
the name of God, go!” 

(4) The coming Hundred-Years War. 

The media and government are currently 
trying to stir up a wave of patriotic hysteria 
to support the ‘War on Terrorism’. The 
bombings of Afghanistan are loudly bally- 
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hooed. But there is little chance that this war 
is going to come to a quick and easy 
conclusion. 

Contrary to the Régime’s party line, the 
people who conceived this terrorist strike 
and so brilliantly executed it at the cost of 
their own lives are neither ‘crazy’ nor 
‘cowards’. 

An opponent who is willing to die is a 
tough customer, as our soldiers and sailors 
learned in the closing months of World War 
II with the Japanese. 

But in the case of the Japanese, there 
existed a factor which is absent in that of 
the Islamic Fundamentalists: a government 
which could be induced to surrender and to 
order its Kamikaze pilots and suicide 
soldiers to stop fighting and lay down their 
arms. 


WORLD HATRED 
Britain is not immune. Here demonstrators are seen 
burning a Union Jack in Indonesia 


There is no such government to surrender 
and give orders to the Islamic Fundament- 
alists. 

The Muslim world stretches from 
Morocco to Indonesia. It is fair to say that 
the United States is strongly disliked by the 
overwhelming majority of that Islamic 
world and cordially hated and despised by a 
considerable segment of it. 

There are over a billion Muslims, a fact 
which was cited by the ‘haters’ and 
‘extremists’ for years as a reason to think 
twice before antagonising them by toadying 
to Israel. There are huge numbers of other 
Islamic Fundamentalists to ready swell the 
ranks even if America and its allies are able 
to track down Bin Laden and his immediate 
circle. 

Our bombings have already provoked 


anti-American riots in many Muslim 
countries. As they expand and, of necessity, 
are extended to other Muslim countries in 
response to a rising tide of hatred, we can 
expect that there will be more and more 
opposition to America. 

The classic strategy of guerilla groups is 
to provoke opponents into responses which 
alienate and undermine the existing govern- 
ment. 

With every bombing, it must be anticip- 
ated that the position of the American-main- 
tained puppet governments in countries like 
Saudi Arabia, Egypt and elsewhere will 
become shakier and less tenable. 

The fall of these governments will 
occasion more American interventions at 
the behest of media-maddened ‘public 
opinion’. Ultimately, Americans will be 
involved in policing an intifada across 
half the globe. 

This will not be cheap, quick or 
easy. It will be expensive in money 
and lives. It most likely will drag on 
and become our own version of the 
Hundred-Years War. 

Nor will it be limited to fighting in 
other people’s countries. Unlike 
World War II, in which Americans 
could obliterate Hamburg, Dresden 
and other German cities from the 
safety of their own territory with never 
a counterblow, modern technology 
offers hundreds of opportunities to 
those willing to give their lives for 
Islam as suicides. It can be expected 
that the US and its allies will sustain 
repeated and continuous terror- ist 
attacks with all the uncomfortable 
modifications such a situation will 
mean in terms of our rich and 
comfortable way of life, not even to 
consider the loss of life. 

For decades the author of this 
article has read the statements by our 
self-promoting, conniving, truckling 
politicians and leaders when speaking 
to Israeli bond rallies, fund- raising 
events sponsored by the Israeli Fifth 
Column and similar such gatherings. One 
of the silly, outrageous little slogans 
parroted by these step-and-fetch-it servants 
has been: “There is no price too great to pay 
for Israel.” 

Now this ridiculous mantra is getting 
ready to become only too grimly true. 

Are the American people going to be as 
willing as their politicians on the make to 
pay such a “no price too great?” 

* The same idiotic pretext has also been given 
by the British Government for the supression of 
similar statements from bin Laden here, 
resulting in a row with the BBC over the matter. 
Of course, modern communications technology, 
in particular the Internet, makes a nonsense of 
the idea that such statements are the only way in 
which messages, coded or otherwise, can be 
sent to terrorists here or in the US. 


With Islamic Fundamentalism currently much in 
the news, we have been asked to give space to the 
viewpoint of a Christian Fundamentalist — with 
particular reference to the present world crisis. 
We remind readers that the opinions expressed in 
signed articles in Spearhead are those of the 
writers in question, and do not necessarily 
represent any editorial standpoint.. 


LET ME START by stating unequivocally that if 
you are not a white European of unmixed race 
you cannot be a Christian or go to Heaven. 
Furthermore, if you are a Christian, you must be a 
nationalist, a racial nationalist, a socialist too if 
you like. 

The reasons are: (1) The Bible says God set us 
in nations and gave us our good land; (2) Jesus 
said: “J am not sent but unto the lost sheep of the 
house of Israel” (Matt 15:24). That is a racist 
statement; Jesus didn’t say Eskimos or Chinese, 
did He? Well, it is an extended subject to prove 
we are the descendants of those people, which we 
are; suffice it for the moment to recognise that 
God, Jesus, is a racist and expects us to be also. 

Our European lands and the development of 
America are all prophesied in the 3ible. These 
prophecies are also known as pron ises to Israel — 
God’s Chosen people — us. 

Let us consider first what the Bible says about 
those who would have you believe that they are 
God’s chosen — we all know who they are, don’t 
we? 


WHAT THE BIBLE SAYS 


The Bible explains how God will deal with 
them:- 

“And I will deliver them to be removed into 
all the kingdoms of the earth for their hurt, to be 
a reproach and a proverb, a taunt and a curse, in 
all places whither I shall drive them” Jeremiah 
24:9, 

“And ye shall leave your name for a curse 
unto my chosen: for the Lord God shall slay thee, 
and call his servants by another name” (Isaiah 
65:15). This last quotation includes the words 
“and call his servants by another name.” To find 
out what other name, look at the following 
quotation:- 

“And God said unto Abraham, Let it not be 
grievous in thy sight because of the lad, and 
because of thy bondwoman,; in all that Sarah 
hath said unto thee, hearken unto her voice; for 
in Isaac shall thy seed be called” Genesis 21:12. 

Without our reading previous verses, the 
meaning of the beginning is obscured, however. 
God is talking about Isaac, and God promises: 
“For in Isaac shall thy seed be known.” Well, as 
a patriarchal society carrying our fathers’ names, 
Isaac’s boys would be Isaac’s sons, corrupted in 
speech over the centuries to ‘Saxons. 

So we are the descendants of the Israelites, 
God’s chosen. 

I hope you will believe me when I tell you that 
Ishmael was the half-brother of Isaac, born of the 
bondwoman referred to in the quotation, by 
Abraham. Now Ishmael also received a promise 
from God, and Ishmael too was to be father of 
many nations; they are the Arab nations you see 
today. 


THE SITUATION TODAY 


Now you have a little background, let us look 
at the situation. 

Here we have all the European nations and all 
the Arab nations, our cousins, living happily in 
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OF UNFOLDING EVENTS 


their own territories with their own religious 
beliefs, and spread throughout them we have the 
Jews. 

Well, it seems that the Jews had returned from 
their captivity in Babylon, having turned their 
backs on God and turned to something called the 
‘Tradition of the Elders’, which was a Baby- 
lonian code of living — if you can call it that. 
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Babylon, you will recall, was destroyed by God 
on account of its multi-racial filth, corruption and 
total moral decay. But that’s business — open 
again in another name, globalism! 

You will find that Jesus refers to ‘your 
tradition’, and this is what He means. As time 
passed, it became known as the Babylonian 
Talmud, and today as just the Talmud. 

Well, those Zionists hatched a devilish plot: 
“If we can’t have your own country because God 
won’t let us, why not go for the whole world — 
you have to think global as a player in the world 
dictatorship game! 

It is referred to in the Bible as the ‘mystery of 
iniquity’ — or in plain English the creeping evil. 
The (communist) Fabian society calls it the 
inevitability of gradualness. Treason over five 
generations attracts little resistance. 

Having secured the services of our European 
governments systematically to betray their 
peoples through the simple expedient of condit- 
ions attached to loans (you guessed there were 
conditions, didn’t you?), they extended their 
power base into the establishment of the United 
Nations and all its departments, which with little 
effort can be seen as global duplicates of national 
ministries. Here comes World Dictatorship 
(sorry, Government!). 


WHO SUFFERS? 

Now you get the Biblical picture, let’s ask 
who gets to be crushed into submission by whom 
—and why? 

If you are planning to run the world (on a 
profitable basis of course), there will be those 
who will be necessarily displaced through terror- 
ism so that you can have a little Jebensraum. 
Your influence, both persuasive and violent, will 
need to be exerted through discreet channels, and 
you'll need to control the news media, as you 
don’t want anyone pointing the finger at you. 
Maybe those nice Christian folk will oblige on 
the understanding that you don’t ruin their 
economies, and since you run their countries 
anyway they have little choice. 

So, you get the Christians to provide all their 
hi-tech weaponry, plus a little ready cash in the 
form of reparations for the time they tried to 
throw off your usurious yoke, and you use it to 
clear a small space for yourself. Well, those 
Muslims weren’t using it anyway (or were 
they?). Here you are then, kicking the daylights 


out of poor people who have done nothing but to 
have the misfortune to live on a piece of barren 
land. You do it for forty years or so, and it makes 
you feel good. 


CHRISTIANS SUPPORT ZIONISTS 


Suddenly it dawns on these poor sods that you 
couldn’t treat them this way if you weren’t 
supported by those nice Christian folk. What they 
don’t know is that you control those Christians 


_ through your banking system. They ain’t volun- 


teers! So they attack what is perceived as the 
symbol of the success of those Zionists and those 
nice Christian folk, the World Trade Centre. 

There, now those Zionists have gone and 
made our cousins hate us. 

There is hate in the world today for Christian 
white folk, which is generated not by the good 
people of our lands but by our leaders and their 
globalist controllers who do evil In our name. 

While they continue with their desire to run 
the world, there will always be good folk some- 
where who, not wanting to be dominated by this 
mad Zionist scheme, will need to be bombed into 
submission. 

It is said that this is not a war against Islam 
but against terrorism. The truth is that it is not a 
war against those of Islam who are happy to 
submit to Zionist world domination but a war 
against those of Islam who will not do so but are 
prepared to resist. 

It is sad that these Muslims have been pushed 
so far by the children of Satan that they feel they 
have no recourse but to terror, and to kill 
innocent Christian white folk in the process. 


NEED FOR JUSTICE 


We must of course defend ourselves and seek 
justice, but justice demands we be even-handed, 
otherwise it is injustice. The balance lies in 
controlling the excesses of the evil people who 
brought this upon us. 

Firstly, we must compassionately return all 
non-whites to their homelands. They are not our 
enemies but the tools of our enemies. 

Secondly, we must remove all traitors from 
positions of influence. 

Thirdly, we must pray that Jesus will come 
again soon and remove from us the curse of the 
Zionists and send them to exactly where they 
belong. This is what Jesus said to the forerunners 
of Zionism:- 

“Ye are of your father the devil, and the lusts 
of your father ye will do. He was a murderer 
from the beginning, and abode not in the truth 
because there is no truth in him. When he speak- 
eth a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, 
and the father of it (John 8:44). 

May Jesus give His blessing to all you good 
Europeans who read this, and don’t forget... 

If you’re white, you’ re an Israelite, God’s 
chosen. 


For further information contact:- 

Christian Identity Mission, 221 Dorset House, 
Duke Street. Chelmsford, Essex. CM1 ITB 

Or visit our web site 
www.christianidentity.org.uk 
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BRITAIN is in danger of becoming the terrorist haven of the 
western world. Not even America seems to have as many 
potential fanatics lurking in its multi-racial cities as we do 
in ours. The ‘presidential’ Tony Blair, strutting around the 
globe and making bellicose noises about ‘combatting 
terrorism’, despatching ships and troops to Central Asia as 
if a national emergency had arisen, was humiliated by 
press stories about Britain being the world’s biggest haven 
for its outcasts and terrorists. It appears that it could take 
up to three years to extradite terrorist suspects to the 
United States, where they are desperately wanted. 

An Algerian living in Slough, 
accused of instructing the Septem- 
ber 11th kamikaze attackers how to 
fly planes into buildings, recently 
appeared in court under an 
American warrant. But it is unlikely 
that he will be sent soon to America. 

Indeed, the FBI suspects that 
11,000 Islamic volunteers are 
biding their time in Britain and 
Europe in order to join the Al- 
Quaeda terrorist network. American 
security agencies view with alarm 
the number of Islamic militants in 
London. They have in vain asked 
Scotland Yard to trace an “estimated 
500 Britons” (meaning, of course, 
enemies of Britain), who they 
suspect were trained overseas by 
Osama bin Laden. The FBI had 
issued additional warrants for more 
than 100 suspects living in this 
country. On past form, there is little 
hope they will get a single one of 
them. 

Take, for example, the case of 
Khalid al-Fawwaz, arrested in 1998 
at the request of the US for his 
involvement in the bombing of 
- American embassies in East Africa. He is believed to head the 
bin Laden organisation in Britain but was released from 
custody and is still living here in comfort. 


BANNED BUT STILL OPERATING 

Another is is Sheikh Omar Bakri Muhammad, leader of the 
al-Muhajiroun group, based in North London, who issued a 
death threat against the president of Pakistan. This group is 
one of 21 organisations banned by the government but who 
are still operating openly here. No members of these groups 
have actually been imprisoned or extradited. 

Now Blair hopes to introduce legislation urgently to combat 
these abuses. But ade-  _ 
quate laws already 
exist. Last year’s Terror- 
ism Act says that it is an 
otfence to incite another 
person to commit an act 
of terrorism wholly or 
partly outside the UK. A 
new definition includes 
“the use or threat, for 
the purpose of advanc- 
ing a political, religious 
or ideological cause, of 
action which involves 
serious violence against 
any person or property.” 
Well, you couldn’t get a 
more clear-cut avowal 
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Britain: 
terror 
haven of 
the world 


ANTONY MILNE shows how 
we are being exploited as a 
result of our lax immigration 
laws and our obsession 
with ‘human rights’ 


TALIBAN FANATICS 
There are tens - possibly hundreds - of thousands of young men in 
Britain who look up to them and would be ready to join them. 


of terrorism than to commit Holy War against innocent people, 
like blowing up buildings that house thousands. Yet the pussy- 
footing of the prosecutors over foreigners who preach hatred 
that inspires bitter young Muslims to clamour for jihad — not in 
their own countries but in ours — is a disgrace. 

Britain is regarded as a popular recruiting ground because it 
is literally teeming with people from Muslim backgrounds - at 
least two million of them - of a diverse range of nationalities. 
They are not all terrorist fanatics, of course; but there is 
evidence that large numbers of them have sympathy for 
extremist organisations. 


WHAT MUST BE DONE 

All those Muslims who even dare 
to think of joining Bin Laden’s evil 
crusade, or want to go to Afghanistan, 
are guilty of sharing responsibility for 
the worst mass-murder in American 
history; and they mortally threaten 
this country too. For that, they must 
be rounded up and _ interrogated. 
Otherwise we might as well give up 
on the ‘War on Terrorism’ right now. 

In the meantime, we can expect 
more debate in Parliament about 
‘combatting terrorism’ - while nothing 
is done. And again, left-wing peers 
are expected to oppose most of the 
measures because they might conflict 
with the new ‘Human Rights Act’ - 
forced upon us by Eurocrats, of 
course. 

In fact, this pointless Act couldn’t 
have come at a worse time (for one 
thing, it implies that hitherto we did 
not have any such rights to begin 
with). And it is not true that the 
government has the power to over- 
ride the Act. This is because Parlia- 
ment has lost far too much power to 
outside bodies, civil liberties groups, the media and especially 
the judiciary. 

Judges will always be able to find technical loopholes in any 
legislation. In any event, the separation of powers, a traditional 
bastion of freedom, has been breached. Lord Lester of Herne 
Hill sits on the joint Lords/Commons Human Rights Comm- 
ittee, as does Lord Woolf, Lord Chief Justice, and Lord Gold- 
smith, Attorney General. Other judges will take their cue from 
these liberals, and even if Parliament passes a fast extradition 
law the government will have enormous trouble actually 
implementing it. 

Lord Woolf made it abundantly clear that he does not wish 

-~ to extradite terrorists, 
partly because of the 
alleged inhumane treat- 
ment they might suffer 
on America’s ‘death 
row! “Ministers,” he 
said, “must not put 
themselves above the 
Human Rights Act,” 
clearly indicating that 
in such matters it is the 
judges who rule this 
country and not the 
politicians. It was a top 
judge, remember, and 
not Parliament, who 
abolished the use of ID 
cards in 1953. 


Even the Home Secretary is belatedly realising the 
enormous legal obstacles in the way of tackling both the 
asylum and terrorism issues. He said that the High Court ruling 
against the detention of refugees in the Oakington reception 
centre was causing a racist backlash in working-class comm- 
unities. 


POLICE POLITICISED 


On the other hand, it is the government itself that has reined 
in police and Special Branch powers through politicisation 
and indoctrination. New laws against religious hatred will 
mean that the police will be patrolling Asian communities, not 
in order to root out suspicious illegals, but to prevent non- 
existent ‘racist attacks’ on them by Whites, ignoring the fact 
that most of such attacks this year have been ‘brown on white’. 

This is crazy. The most effective weapon in the fight against 
terrorism would be to return unfettered powers to the agencies 
of law and order as soon as possible. A law-enforcement 
service should be able to override hamstringing laws and 
political correctness in order to achieve its aims. Everyone else 
— lawyers, politicians and sundry enemies - should be simply 
shoved aside while they get on with it. 

The criticism that a few innocent people might be targeted is 
based upon outdated 1970s events. Surveillance and intell- 
igence are now much better than they were. It is unlikely that 
any of the 600 Muslims wanted by the FBI have been wrongly 
identified, but they cannot even be arrested and interrogated, 


as the law stands. And while the government has ‘banned’ 
organisations, based on MI5 inside knowledge, its leaders still 
cannot be brought to trial. 

True, MI5, MI6 and the National Criminal Intelligence 
Service (and even ‘anti-terrorist’ officers) cannot actually arrest 
anyone. But an armed rapid response unit (like the fictitious 
‘Professionals’) could. And they would need to act fast, before 
time runs out, to prevent a likely imminent terrorist attack on 
this country that could take hundreds, perhaps thousands, of 
lives. 

We could go further and say that if we want to protect our 
western values then we should also be as ruthless as our 
enemies. It is the way nations have to act if they are to survive. 
After the massacre of their team at the Munich Olympic 
Games in 1972, the Israelis hunted down the men responsible 
and liquidated them. They use the same tactics today in the 
Occcupied Territories, killing people they believe to be organ- 
ising terrorism. 

Time and again the British courts have interpreted the 
criminal, asylum and terrorism laws in such a lenient manner 
that they have actually damaged this country. 

The most basic right of all - especially in our already 
massively overcrowded and crime-prone society - is our right 
to keep foreigners from penetrating deep into our commun- 
ities and piling cultural problems on top of existing social 
problems — foreigners many of whom, it now seems, are out to 
do our country and our people actual harm. 


IF ANYONE in the Tory Party seriously 
believed that by electing lain Duncan 
Smith as party leader they were going to 
swing the Tories in the direction of 
right-wing, patriotic and traditionalist 
ideals, their new boss quickly dashed 
their hopes and revealed his true colours 
last month when he declared he would 
not tolerate the party having any conn- 
ections with the right-wing Monday 
Club, and also that he was going to 
proscribe the right-wing magazine Right 
Now! 

The Monday Club has served as a 
rightist pressure group within the Con- 
servative Party for over thirty years, 
surviving the Heath, Thatcher, Major and 
Hague eras. Generally, it has failed to 
prevent the drift in the party towards 
liberal, globalist and multi-racialist 
policies, but it has served as a forum for 
the expression of some traditionally Con- 
servative opinions and may at times 
have had some influence on policy — 
more in the way of slowing down the 
rush towards political correctness rather 
than actually stopping it. In fact, most 
true nationalists have regarded the 
Monday Club as totally inadequate as a 
vehicle for the kind of ideas necessary to 
save the Tory Party and the country, its 
spokesmen and spokeswomen being far 
too willing to equivocate and compro- 
mise in order to retain their precious 
‘respectability’. At the same time, the 
Club has provided something of a refuge 
for the few voices of sanity left in the 
ranks of British Conservatism. 

Right Now! magazine is not an organ 
of the Monday Club but has separate 


origins — though doubtless there has 
been some overlapping of membership 
between the Club and the Right Now! 
circle. Most nationalists of my acquain- 
tance who are familiar with the magazine 
would say, with me, that it is something 
of a ‘curate’s egg’ — good in parts. The 
articles are literate, informed, well- 


JEFFREY TURNER reports 
on a contemptible surrender 


researched and sometimes reasonably 
firm and close to nationalist arguments. 
We have always made allowance for the 
fact that Right Now!, being an organ for 
distribution within the Tory Party, could 
not go as far in its outspokenness as a 
publication like Spearhead. At the same 
time, reaching people whom Spearhead 
cannot at the moment reach, it was 
thought by us to be doing some good. 

But now even the comparatively 
moderate stance adopted by Right Now! 
is too much for the new party leadership. 
Mr. Duncan Smith has declared that 
henceforth he will not permit Tory MPs — 
to contribute articles to the magazine. In 
a Times report on the move, it was 
stated that “The Tory leader... has 
decided that allowing his MPs to have 
any association with Right Now! 
magazine risks causing severe embarr- 
assment.” 

The report went on to explain the 
quite laughable reasons for this new 
policy:- 

“The move is the latest in a series 

designed to ‘remove the stain’ of 

intolerance from the party's reput- 


Duncan Smith cracks whip against right-wingers 


ation. Allies say that he (Duncan 
Smith) felt ‘badly burnt’ by the leader- 
ship election row over the fact that 
one of his supporters, Edgar Griffin, 
was also working for his son, Nick 
Griffin, the British National Party 
leader.” 


Now that really is breathtaking! It 
sounds very much like the practice of the 
left in refusing to tolerate any viewpoint 
which, in its judgement, is ‘intolerant’. 

The Times also reported that IDS had 
forced three Tory MPs to resign from the 
Monday Club and that the new chairman, 
David Davis, was to meet the chairman 
of the Monday Club, Lord Sudeley, to 
ask the organisation to refrain from 
claiming any connection with the Tories. 

From this affair, two firm lessons 
ought to be thoroughly learned. The first 
is that the Conservative Party is well and 


_ truly — and irredeemably - in the grip of 


the enemies of Britain, and that anyone 
who succeeds in becoming its leader will 
be nothing better than a tool in the hands 
of those enemies. Tories ought to have 
seen from the outset that Duncan Smith 
would be no exception to this rule. Their 
faith in him — notwithstanding all the 
obvious signs — is now receiving its just 
reward. Now lumbered with him, they 
have no-one but themselves to blame. 

The second lesson is one that needs 
to be digested by people in the Monday 
Club and those involved in the public- 
ation and promotion of Right Now! The 
Tory Party is a write-off. More than 
thirty years have been wasted trying to 
reform it. It’s time to give up and redirect 
patriotic efforts elsewhere. 
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THIS VERY DAY (June 19th 
2001), Serge Thion is being 
tried in Paris, while Vincent 
Reynourd appears under summ- 
ons before a female examining 
magistrate in Limoges. I myself 
have received from Michel 
Favre, examining magistrate in 
Fribourg (Switzerland) notific- 
ation of his ruling pronouncing 
me guilty of violating the Swiss 
anti-revisionist laws by having 
written a revisionist article, and 
sentencing me to one month’s 
imprisonment without remiss- 
ion. The piece in question 
appeared in a booklet published 
in August 2000 by the 
association Vérité et Justice (CP 
355, CH 1618 Chatel Saint 
Denis, Switzerland). The three 
people in charge of that assoc- 
iation are currently facing legal 
proceedings, which will allow 
them to be heard in court. 

For my part, I had not been 
informed of any legal proceed- 
ings against me. The examining 
magistrate had not apprised me 
of, or alerted me about, any- 
thing. He neither summoned me 
nor heard me. He has, if one 
may put it thus, convicted me 
by correspondence! Some will 
be astonished by this manner of 
process. They are unaware that 
when it is a matter of stifling 
those who arouse the wrath of 
Jewish or Zionist organisations, 
there is no longer any place for 
trust, nor law nor right, Those 
whom such organisations call - 
as the case may require - ‘holo- 
caust deniers’, ‘war criminals’, 
‘criminals against humanity’ or 
perhaps ‘Palestinian terrorists’ 
have been forced to learn this. 


Less deceitful judge 


Our Fribourg judge seems to 
me to be less deceitful than 
French justices like Simone 
Rozés, Pierre Drai or Francoise 
Simon, who notify me, summon 
me to appear, pretend to listen 
to me, and then convict me - 
whatever case I may make in 
my own defence. Tomorrow, 
by registered letter, I shall 
inform Michel Favre of my 
intention not to appeal against 
his ruling; I am prepared to 
hand myself over to the 
Canton of Fribourg with a 
view to serving my sentence. 
Had I the forthrightness to 
challenge the decision in a 
Swiss court, I should receive 
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An update from 
ROBERT FAURISSON 


INTRODUCTORY NOTE: At a time when our popular press 
is loudly singing the praises of our so-called western ‘demo- 
cracy’ and its purported human ‘freedoms’, and contrasting it 
with the supposed tyrannies of some Islamic fundamentalist 
states, few people have the slightest idea of the hidden totalit- 
arianism that lies beneath the surface of this rhetoric. Some 
readers of this magazine (though certainly not the vast 
majority of the general public) will have heard of the courag- 
eous French university professor, Robert Faurisson, who for 
many years has suffered persecution at the hands of the auth- 
orities in both his own country and elsewhere in Europe for 
expressing ‘unorthodox’ opinions on matters of historical 
importance, including the ‘holocaust’. Some may disagree 
with Professor Faurisson’s views, but what should not be in 
dispute is his right to speak in defence of them. Yet this right 
is denied to him and many others in theoretically ‘democratic’ 
Europe — and also in other countries, such as Canada. What 
follows is an account by Professor Faurisson of some of his 


recent brushes with the courts. 


the same treatment as Swiss 
revisionists before me; first, 
notice would be given that any 
defence of a 


run to 12 or 15 months, and the 
fines and costs would amount to 
considerable sums of money. 
As for avail- 


revisionist ing myself of 
character the protection 
would cons- of my French 
titute a rep- nationality, it 
etition of my would be use- 
offence; less even to 
then my consider such 
counsel a prospect; 
would only the French 

be able to authorities, in 
use quibb- their attempts 
ling argu- a to please the 
ments and PROFESSOR FAURISSON Grand San- 
plead mitig- Convicted in absentia by Swiss hedrin, 

ating circ- court would co-op- 
umstances; erate with 


finally, any witness who gave 
testimony as to the substance of 
the case - in a word, historical 
reality - would, upon demand 
of the prosecution service, him- 
self be immediately charged. 
My prison sentence would then 


Switzerland, as I have seen 
them work against me with a 
Dutch court in the Anne Frank 
case. Besides, I no longer have 
the time, nor the money, nor the 
strength for these judicial mara- 
thons condemned to failure. 


In Switzerland, as in France 
and a good number of other 
countries in the world, Jewish 
organisations have, through 
continuous pressure, obtained 
the passage of special laws that 
allow the prosecution of those 
who do not believe the kosher 
version of the history of the 
Second World War, with its 
genocide of the Jews and its 
Nazi gas chambers (not to be 
confused with the crematoria 
ovens, whose existence in 
camps ravaged by epidemics are 
contested by no-one), Against 
sceptics in France — and the 
expression of mere doubt 
constitutes an offence - the 
Fabius-Gayssot Act of 1990 
provides for a prison term of 
from one month to a year, a fine 
of from 2,000 to 300,000 francs 
and still other penalties. In 
Switzerland, an identical law 
has been applied with rigour 
since 1995. Naturally, these 
laws are impudently labelled 
‘anti-racist’ by their authors and 
enforcers. 


Historical lie 

For the reader’s information, 
I ought well to point out here 
that, like my other revisionist 
articles, the piece that has 
earned me a conviction today 
was of the same spirit as the 
sixty-word sentence that I pro- 
nounced in December 1980 in 
an interview with Ivan Levai on 
the Europe 1 radio network: 
“The alleged Hitlerite gas 
chambers and the alleged geno- 
cide of the Jews form one and 
the same historical lie, which 
has permitted a gigantic polit- 
ical and financial swindle the 
main beneficiaries of which are 
the state of Israel and Internat- 
ional Zionism, and whose main 
victims are the German people - 
but not their leaders — and the 
Palestinian people in their 
entirety.” 

In his jargon, our so-called 
examining judge in the land of 
the ‘glacious Swiss’ (Céline) 
says that, as he sees things, “a 
favourable prognosis cannot be 
pronounced.” He means that no 
penance or repentance can be 
expected of me. Here, for once, 
is a clear-sighted judge! He 
must know that ten physical 
assaults and a stream of convic- 
tions in the courts, writs of 
seizure, a recent police search 


of my house, a professional 
ban, torrents of slander in the 
national and foreign press 
(particularly in Le Monde, the 
oblique daily) have had the sole 
effect of fortifying my deter- 
mination — and all the more 
since, as far as scientific argu- 
ment is concerned, we are still 
in the same situation as on the 
21st February 1979, when in 


paper a ‘historians’ declaration’ 
amounted to a statement that 
no-one was capable of answer- 
ing me on the subject of the 
Nazi gas chambers. 

I shall carry on my revision- 
ist intifada all the way to prison. 


FOOTNOTE: In Lyon, the 
campaign conducted by Jewish 
organisations against the univer- 
sities of Lyon II and III (where 


has been so virulent that, one 
after another, the officers of 
those institutions see no course 
of action but to grovel before 
them, thus offering a spectacle 
of the most disgraceful submiss- 
ion. For example, Jean Plantin 
has been summoned by the pres- 
ident of the University of Lyon 
III to appear again before the 
jury which, eleven years ago, 


‘Trés Bien’ for a master’s thesis 
on Paul Rassinier. The Jewish 
organisations and those who 
follow their lead are demanding 
the invalidation of the thesis, 
hence of the degree. In so 
acting, the president invokes 
neither law, nor regulation, nor 
administrative tenet. Nothing 
finer was ever devised in the 


precisely the aforementioned 


the writer was a lecturer. Ed.) 


had awarded him the mention 


Kingdom of the Absurd. 


OBITUARY 


Doug Collins passes on 


IT WAS with great sadness that news 
was received recently of the death of the 
courageous Canadian newspaper colum- 
nist Doug Collins, who has been men- 
tioned several times in the pages of 
Spearhead. Mr. Collins passed away on 
the 30th September in North Vancouver, 
Canada. He was 81. 

For decades, Mr. Collins had been a 
tireless crusader against Third World 
immigration to Canada, official multi- 
culturalism, the feminist and homo- 
sexual agendas and all the other sacred 
cows of modern-day liberalism which 
bedevil our society. His fearless out- 
spoken views caused his dismissal from 
the mainstream media, which regarded 
him as a ‘pariah’ and eventually as a 
‘hate-monger’. It was only the Worth 
Shore News in North Vancouver, British 
Columbia, which had the courage to run 
his twice-weekly columns for many years 
until his retirement. For the last two 
years, he had been contributing an 
Internet column to the Freedom Site in 
Canada. 

Doug Collins was born in Kent in 1921. 
In 1939, with the outbreak of the Second 
World War, he volunteered for the British 
Army and, while serving as an infantry 
sergeant (at 19, the youngest in his 
regiment) he was captured by the 
Germans at Dunkirk in 1940. 

As a POW in both German and 
Hungarian camps, Collins staged as many 
as ten separate attempts to escape 
captivity. Upon his release from Rumania 
in 1944, he again fought with British 
forces in Europe until the end of the war. 
Between 1946 and 1950 he served as a 
political intelligence officer with the 
British Control Commission in occupied 
Germany. 

In 1952 he emigrated to Canada, 
where he lived and worked for the remain- 
der of his days. 

In 1994. Collins wrote a column critical 
of the film Schindler’s List, which he 


described as more Hollywood propa- 
ganda about the ‘holocaust’. 

Shortly after this column was _ pub- 
lished, the local branch of the Canadian 
Jewish Congress launched a complaint 
against Doug Collins with the British 
Columbia Human Rights Commission, 
which is sort of a Canadian version of 
Britain’s Race Relations Board. Under 
HRC rules, the 
plaintiff bears 
none of the legal 
costs, and truth is 
not considered to 
be a defence. Mr. 
Collins was found 
guilty of “expos- 
ing an identifiable 


a if. group to hatred” 
DOUG COLLINS by his comments, 


An honest journalist, and both he and 
one of a rare breed his newspaper 


were fined. Even after his retirement, he 
was still fighting this decision with the aid 
of his lawyer, Doug Christie. 

A change in our provincial government 
last fall brought the hope that the new 
regime might not pursue this matter any 
further but might let the case against him 
drop. Regrettably, he died before any 
decision on the legal outcome was made. 

In the interests of accuracy, something 


for which Doug Collins was a real stickler, 
| should mention that it was not the 
Schindler’s List item for which he was 
found guilty per se, but on a secondary 
charge, which was laid before the Human 
Rights Commission by one Harry Abrams, 
the local representative of the Jewish 
organisation, B’nai Brith. Abrams claimed 
that four columns previously written by 
Collins had exposed Jews to ‘hatred’. 

| have known Doug Collins for 30 
years, and always considered him to be a 
good friend as well as a tireless crusader 
for truth, justice and the rights of the 
now-dwindling Canadian majority. We 
exchanged books and articles regularly, 
and | always passed my copy of Spear- 
head on to him when | was finished with 
it. He despaired at the way his British 
homeland had become such a multi-racial 
nightmare, and constantly warned people 
that ‘Canada was headed in the same 
direction because of cowardly govern- 
ment policies and the influence of numer- 
ous pressure groups. 

Unfortunately, with his passing, we 
now have no newspaper columnist nor 
radio or television commentator with the 
courage to challenge the liberal mindset 
which appears to be sealing the fate of 
this once-proud country. 


MICHAEL OLDFIELD 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


If an individual or a people ceases to believe in itself, its aims and ideals, others with firmer 
aims and beliefs will climb into the saddle. When a race or nation no longer desires place, 
power, influence; has no wish that its ways of thought should prevail; no desire to impress its 
seal upon future events, how can you suppose it will continue to survive in this hurly-burly 
world? Power in the world, the prizes of the world, must go to those who value them and think 
them worth the effort to secure. Civilisations arise and continue only when conditions are hard; 


only when they are continually threatened; only when they are determined to maintain and 
defend their rule. They decline and fall when the external pressure is removed, or the inner spirit 
decays. The surrender may disguise itself in many forms, of which humanitarian sentiment is 
one. The spirit of giving in is the most fatal disease to which nations are subject, and it is apt to 
attack them like a cancer when they have arrived at the meridian. When England’s day comes to 
an end, the principles which have contributed to its coming — Christian, pacifist or whatever they 


are styled — will not thereby be strengthened. 


F.S. OLIVER 
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The art of the possible 


INTRODUCTORY NOTE: Nick Griffin sent us 
the following article in reply to the leader 
article published in our October issue. We are 
printing it unexpurgated because, as we have 
proved in the past, we favour free debate. 
This is not to say that we accept all its 
conclusions by any means. A detailed and 
considered reply to Mr. Griffin will appear in 
our next (December) issue. 


FOLLOWING the summer's race riots, 
September 11th and the widespread 
ethno-religious tensions those events 
have produced in towns and cities all over 
Britain, it should be obvious to anyone 
who gives it serious thought that the 
British National Party is entering not just a 
period of great opportunity, but also of 
grave danger. Think back to how Blair 
came close to destroying his government 
a year ago when only the Union dispute 
experience of John Prescott stopped the 
panicking Premier from sending in troops 
to confront the fuel protesters; a govern- 
ment nearly capable of such an over- 
reaction under those circumstances is 
surely capable even more of an over-the- 
top response to the fresh racial violence 
which is becoming more likely with every 
extra day of bombing. 

Under such circumstances, a BNP which 
had not made strenuous efforts to break 
down the media’s demonisation as ‘racist’ 
would have been a sitting target for a New 
Labour administration looking for a white 
scapegoat to blame for the troubles, and to 
sacrifice as a way of placating ‘moderate’ 
Muslims while something is finally done 
about their more vocal fundamentalist co- 
religionists. This danger was obvious before 
the Manhattan Massacre, and it has become 
a hundred times more so since. 

Of course it is unfair, of course it is untrue 
but, let’s face facts: After decades of media 
conditioning, the label ‘white racist’ is indel- 
ibly linked in the public mind with hate, 
violence, trouble and failure. However much 
we want an all-white Britain, we’re not going 
to get it with that label hanging round our 
necks like a giant millstone. 

- The large majority of the party’s activists 
and members now understand this but, unfort- 
unately, there are a few who either still 
haven't grasped political reality, or pretend 
that they haven't. 


TYNDALL PRETENDING 


| say ‘pretend’, because John Tyndall 
clearly did understand this three years ago 
when he approved the huge change in official 
party policy from support for compulsory (i.e., 
in the final analysis, forced) repatriation to 
advocacy of a voluntary system. He clearly 
understood it when interviewed on BBC2’s 
The Lost Race when he insisted that, when it 
came to repatriation, a BNP government 
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BNP Chairman NICK GRIFFIN responds to John Tyndall's accusation of ‘sell-out’ 


NICK GRIFFIN 
Says the BNP must not appear ‘racist’ 


under him would “judge each case on its 
individual merits” rather than just saying 
baldly: “We're going to send them all back.” 

In terms of political practicality, he was 
quite right to give that answer. But he is not 
now entitled to forget it and to pretend that the 
present BNP leadership are ‘sell-outs’ for 
having taken note of exactly the same 
political imperative and producing a better- 
worded formula to deal with the same 
problem. 

That interview was the point at which 
everyone — including Mr. Tyndall — recog- 
nised that the choice isn’t between a BNP 
government carrying out a policy of ethnic 
cleansing or a BNP government stopping and 


‘reversing the tide of immigration but having to 


put up with a small non-white minority for a 
very long time. Anyone who presents that as 
the choice we face is either a fool or a liar. 
The truth is that the only choice facing the 
British people as we race towards minority 
status is whether the BNP can persuade 
enough activists to join it and electors to vote 
it into power to reverse the present trend, or 
whether Britain will sink forever beneath a 
tidal wave of immigration and the high 
birthrate of the Muslim minority. 

Mr. Tyndall implicitly accepts this in his 
article last month when he wrote that “without 
such a (BNP) victory not even limited relief 
from the present multi-racial horror will ever 
be possible.” But then he goes on to claim 
that “there are many views as to how this aim 
will be achieved.” There may well be, but only 
one is realistic, and all the rest are part of a 
long nationalist tradition of politically juvenile 
wishful thinking or self-serving fantasy. 

One of the favourite slogans of the 
‘hardline’, “kick-‘em-all-out-tomorrow” brigade 
is “Whatever it takes.” Well, we already know 
precisely what it will take to persuade an 
electorate whose ethnic self-preservation 


instinct has been weakened by four decades 
of multi-racial television. We know because, 
all over the white world, there are some 
countries with no effective racial nationalist 
opposition to the ethnocide engulfing our 
people, and some countries whose liberal-left 
elites are literally frantic with worry at the rise 
of what they describe as the ‘far-right’. 

And, in each case, there is a common 
denominator. Look at any country where 
there is no remotely credible white nationalist 
alternative and you will find a country where 
the nationalist movement is led by self- 
satisfied cult-obsessed clowns who make a 
virtue out of flaunting their pure funda- 
mentalist approach. “No one likes us, we 
don’t care.” 

By contrast, in every country where there 
is a credible, or at least potentially credible, 
pro-white alternative to ethnocide, that alter- 
native organisation will be doing its utmost to 
turn the slogans and shibboleths of multi- 
racialism against the liberals, and to convince 
the electors that they can have their cake and 
eat it, in terms of saving their nations from 
mass immigration at the same time as not 
being nasty to the individual non-whites 
whom they have come to regard as ‘OK’. This 
is precisely the mentality which finds in the 
analogy between immigration and salt in the 
soup the encapsulation of its own position 
and justification for voting for an anti-immi- 
gration party. 

Mr. Tyndall opines that this analogy would 
cut no ice in either Tower Hamlets or Oldham 
or Burnley — a view which he can only hold 
because, naturally enough, he spent his 
campaigning time in an overwhelmingly white 
seat, and didn’t go near those places in the 
last election. 


TOWER HAMLETS A WRITE-OFF 


So now let us look for a moment at Tower 
Hamlets. There is probably no place in Britain 
which is a better refutation of the ‘hard-line’ 
fantasy that “one day things will get so bad 
that people will wake up and vote us in, so we 
don't have to present our views in a more 
moderate light.” It’s already too late in Tower 
Hamlets. It’s gone. Finished. Over. Scores of 
thousands of whites have found life there so 
unbearable that they've felt unable to have 
children, or they’ve moved away, or they’ve 
turned to drugs, or they’ve committed suicide. 
Anything — except think of themselves as 
‘racist’ in the privacy of the polling booth. 
Tower Hamlets is a microcosm of what could 
all too easily happen in Britain as a whole - 
unless the BNP positions itself so as to allow 
the ordinary, soft-hearted, brainwashed British 
elector to vote for his or her ethnic survival 
without thinking they’re committing the 
ultimate sin of ‘racism’. 

That’s the reason for talking about “salt in 
the soup” rather than racial purity. That’s the 
reason for the BNP Ethnic Liaison Comm- 


ittee, wnich allows the minority of non-whites 
in Britain who think it should remain a 
predominantly white country to work with the 
party while not ever being allowed to join it. 
That's the reason I’m pleased to be in friendly 
contact with a number of Sikhs and Hindus 
who favour British survival and who are 
providing a great deal of help in our under- 
standing the menace of Islam. 

The situation in Oldham and Burnley is 
different again. In towns such as this, there’s 
still time for the BNP to win. But having talked 
to hundreds of local people during the 
election campaign, | can assure the reader 
that - even when their towns were being torn 
apart by racist Muslim mobs - at least 95 per 
cent of those who voted for us in such large 
numbers did so not because they regarded 
themselves as ‘racist’, but because they 
regarded us as standing for a fair deal for 
white people. 

A large proportion of them do have 
non-whites whom they regard as friends or 
as, in some way, “salt in the soup.” The black 
mate they drink with in the rugby club, the 
half-caste dad who helped them defend their 
street from Muslim  petrol-bombers, the 
Indian girl at work — they’ve got no problem 
with them and would regard any suggestion 
that they should be forced to leave the 
country they were born in as abhorrent. 


ELECTION CAMPAIGN MODERATE 


This was reflected in our election add- 
resses. Our campaign material in Oldham 
was very moderate in its demands, using 
emotive pictures to illustrate what was wrong 
in the town, but only demanding “Equal 
Rights for Whites” in terms of police pro- 
tection and council investment. Despite the 
unusually high tensions in the town, this 


approach was perfect. The most common 
concern by far which our team came across 
during the campaign was “you're not the 
National Front, are you?” and the most 
common comment from someone promising 
their support was “I’m not racist, but...” Even 
in a town wracked by anti-white racism, the 
vast majority of white voters are terrified of 
the prospect of confrontation, violence and 
being thought ‘racist’. 

Of course | don’t expect many of those 
who read this to approve of the way that so 
many of our fellow countrymen and -women 
think. But all | ask — if you don’t already know 
that I’m telling the truth — is that you go and 
talk racial politics with ordinary voters, any- 
where in Britain. You'll find that I’m right. 

Of course, our attempts to weaken the 
‘racist’ tag are unlikely to cut much ice with 
our ideologically motivated opponents who 
infest the mass media, although even there 
our efforts over the last three years have met 
with some successes. Who would have 
dreamed that the Jamaican-born TGWU 
boss Bill Morris would ever — however 
implausibly — accuse the BBC of having 
become “the house journal of the BNP”? 

We cannot change the minds of left-wing 
journalists or internationalist media barons, 
but we can restrict the opportunities we give 
them to categorise us as ‘racist’ or ‘extremist’, 
rather than confirming their worst accus- 
ations with our own words and actions. 

But the media aren’t our primary target, 
because journalists only have one vote each. 
In local elections in particular, it doesn’t really 
matter what the leader writer in the Daily 
Getsmuchworse says about us, provided 
we've got a good team of campaign workers 
canvassing our most promising ward and 
‘selling’ racial nationalism to ordinary people 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


THE AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION is pro- 
ducing a new road atlas of Europe, which may 
look a little strange to British motorists. 
Absent are such roads as the M4 (London to 
South Wales) and the M1 and M6 (London to 
Cumbria). Instead, these roads are referred to 
as, in the first case, part of the E30 (Cork to 
Berlin) and, in the second, part of the ES 
(Glasgow to Gibraltar). The prefix ‘E’, 
readers will surely have guessed, refers to 
‘Europe’. Our roads are now no longer 
British but ‘European’. 


oe * 


A BRITISH COMPANY is offering £60 insur- 
ance policies to asylum-seekers waiting at Calais 
to cover legal fees to sue the British Government 
if their human rights are abused once they reach 
this country. 


KR 


THE NATIONAL UNION of Teachers is moving 
to stop children at schools singing the patriotic 
words of ‘Land of Hope and Glory’. The NUT 
objects that the words are ‘triumphalist and 
inappropriate’ at a time of world conflict. In add- 
ition, young musicians should not display the 
Union Jack but wave flags of every United 
Nations country, so as to avoid ‘jingoism’. 

Pry Me tt 


A BLACK TEACHER has been awarded 
more than £45,000 in compensation after 
being called ‘golliwog’ and ‘jungle bunny’ by 
white pupils. 

Pricilla Bennett, who taught at Fryerns 
School in Basildon, Essex, claims she suffered 
a nervous breakdown as a result of this 
experience. 

ak; baer Oke 


LESSONS in the life of John Lennon, drug- 
taking former pop star, have been introduced 
into the National Curriculum for schools as an 
alternative to the study of historical events such 
as World War II. This is on the recommendation 
of Unit 20 of the Curriculum’s ‘optional history’ 
schemes, which says that an examination of 
Lennon’s life may provide starting points to 
discuss ‘social and cultural change’. 

* *« * 


“DEVELOPMENT WORKER (Race Hate 
Crime) £24,345 to £25,617 (inclusive)... You 
will hold key responsibility for casework and in 
developing projects that will tackle race hate 
crime and celebrate diversity. You will have 
knowledge and understanding of issues facing 
black and minority ethnic communities and 
people in an inner-city environment... Black and 


in terms they find reasonable and presenting 
aims they find acceptable. That is the way we 
are going to win. 


COMMON SENSE AND 
POPULAR NATIONALISM 


Fortunately, the new members who are 
flooding in understand this, just as the vast 
majority of our ‘old hands’ have understood it 
too. The party’s internal scales are so heavily 
weighted in favour of common sense and 
popular nationalism, and against sterile ‘hard- 
line’ gesture politics, that there is no prospect 
of a return to the bad old days of the 
extremist ghetto. And every week that goes 
by tips the balance further in the direction 
which experience all over the white world has 
shown to be bringing success. 

At a time when we only have some 25 
years to halt and reverse the present trend to 
national and racial extinction, it is absolutely 
vital that every single BNP member under- 
stands that “politics is the art of the possible.” 
“What can be achieved?” is a far more 
sensible question than “what would we like to 
achieve in an ideal world?” And it is a far, far 
better guide to our actions. 

That is why | will continue to talk of “salt in 
the soup,” complete with its implication that a 
bit of immigration is better than none at all, 
however many times Mr. Tyndall uses the 
phrase as a stick with which to beat me (I 
would only ask, for the sake of decency, that 
he stops patronising Indian restaurants). I’m 
not here to take part in a personal popularity 
contest; I’m here to guide the British National 
Party towards political victory and the power 
without which ideologically perfect policy 
statements are utterly futile. Judge the 
progress, rather than the words which make 
it possible. 


minority ethnic candidates are particularly 
encouraged to apply.” (Part of job advertisement 
placed by taxpayer-funded Kings Cross Comm- 
unity Development Trust). 

* * * 


JEDI, the fictional faith in the film Star Wars, 
is to be given official status in the next census 
because so many people listed it as their relig- 
ion in the last one. (From report in The 
Guardian). 

* * * 


A HALF-CHINESE MAN working for Birming- 
ham Council’s Partnership Against Racial 
Harassment has been awarded £116,000 for dis- 
crimination against him by senior staff: 

* Ok OX 


LEGAL HISTORY was made in Plymouth last 

month when magistrates imposed an 18-month 

prison sentence on a man for singing in his bath. 
ter Mt he 


AND FROM OVERSEAS: In Nigeria, 
President Olusegun Obasanjo is heading his 
country’s new Space Council, with its £65 
million programme to get Nigeria into the 
space age. The plan is for the bankrupt 
African state, with a £20 billion foreign debt, 
to launch its own satellite within four years. 
According to Turner Isoun, the country’s 
minister for science and technology, “this is a 
serious project with serious benefits for 
Nigerians.” 
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Fighting the real war 


WE ARE constantly told that, as of 
September 11th this year, we are at war 
with terrorism at home and abroad. 
According to our fatuous Prime Minister, 
this war is essentially about ‘defending 
democracy’, a claim made to look rather 
absurd by his own deplorable surrenders 
to IRA terrorism, aided and abetted by 
influential lobbies in the United States. 
‘Know your enemy’ is very sensibly the 
first rule of warfare, so we had better be 
absolutely clear as to the enemy’s identity, 
motivation and ultimate intentions; only 
then can we get down to the kind of 
strategy and tactics required to ensure 
eventual victory. 

And if we expect the British people to 
accept the kind of risks and sacrifices 
involved in any kind of war, they should also 
be aware of what it is they are supposed to be 
defending. These two things — knowing the 
enemy and what we are ready to defend to 
the death if necessary — are of course 
inextricably related. Accordingly, if we start 
by defining those particular things we have 
to defend at all costs, it follows that anyone 
at all who is seen to represent a real threat to 
any of them has to be regarded as an enemy. 


What makes an enemy 

And it does not matter if that enemy is an 
armed external aggressor with territorial 
ambitions against ourselves, or an internal 
renegade politician; it is what they threaten 
which makes them all of a kind. Thus we 
don’t need the likes of Blair & Co. to direct 
our fire, as it were. Indeed, close scrutiny of 
his own record and motivation must put him 
and his kind in the sights of all genuine 
British patriots, since... 


@ He is prepared to surrender part of the 
British homeland to the Irish Republic. 

@ He is already surrendering Britain’s 
capacity for self-government to an unel- 
ected European bureaucracy. 

@ He is surrendering the British home- 
land to alien races. — 

@ He is promoting disintegration of the 
United Kingdom. . 

@ His socio-economic policies are basic- 
ally decadent, divisive and destructive of 
British interests. 


So to adapt a familiar expression, with 
politicians like these, who needs external 
enemies? 

The latter, of course, include hostile 
foreign countries, IRA terrorists, the EU 
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federalists intent on dissolving this country’s 
separate identity, and alien infiltrators prog- 
ressively taking over our homeland. Each of 
these is sinister enough by itself; but taken 
together they represent as great a threat to our 
survival as an enemy in any outright war in 
our nation’s history. 


Itis time, says 
FRANK KIMBAL 
JOHNSON, 
to remind ourselves 
of who our actual 
enemies are 


Reduced to essentials, therefore, the 
British people are now supposed to rally in 
support of a government whose war aims 
consist of converting their homeland into 
several multi-racial provinces of a federal 
European super-state; a government which, 
while making ferocious faces at one or two 
distant Islamic regimes, insists that going on 


OUR ENEMIES 
Apologists for 
the IRA, Gerry 
Adams and 
Martin 


McGuinness 
(seen here), are 
far bigger threats 
to Britain than 
Osama bin Laden 


three million Muslim immigrants must be 
regarded as sharing the same brand of 
patriotism as the native people of Britain. 


Nature of Islam 

But Islam is not just another religion 
which is capable of settling down alongside 
with others in some multi-cultural Utopia. 
Our own history has seen many violent 
conflicts about the separation and preced- 
ence of Church and State; but that separation 
and precedence has long since been perman- 
ently established in favour of the latter. Not 
so with Islam; Islam has always maintained 


that all government and law must be based 
on its scriptures and nothing else. Why else 
do you suppose we now find a spokesman 
for the ‘Muslim Parliament’ in Britain being 
frequently consulted by interviewers on 
radio and TV? Any authoritative declaration 
of Jihad (‘holy war’ against infidels) would 
therefore certainly be supported at least 
covertly by most of the Muslims in this 
country. And since the more fanatical Islamic 
sects insist that the Jihad is already in 
progress, it has to be assumed that their 
supporters are already numerous and active 
within host countries like Britain. One calls 
to mind the Kipling verse:- 

The Stranger within my gate, 

He may be evil or good, 

But I cannot tell what powers control - 

What reasons sway his mood, 

Nor when the Gods of his far-off land 

Shall repossess his blood, 


It follows as the night follows day that a 
huge alien presence in our land is funda- 
mentally incompatible with national secur- 
ity. In such circumstances, our response to 
the trumpet of Blair & Co. can only be this:- 

The British people are already engaged in 


a holy war of their own: to safeguard their 
identity, culture and homeland against foreign 
enemies, alien infiltrators and renegade 
politicians. It is going to be a long, arduous, 
dirty and dangerous war, surrounded as we 
are with alien infiltrators and persecuted by a 
traitorous establishment and hostile media. 
But it is a war we have to win if we are not to 
betray all our ancestors’ suffering, sacrifices 
and tremendous achievements in the struggle 
to give this country a secure and worthwhile 
future. 

So come home, Mr. Blair, and fight the 
real war — which is here! 


The uniformed 
beasts of Essex 


Those with a taste for brevity 
will readily note that Southend- 
on-Sea might become SOS or, 
at a pinch, just SS. Unfortun- 
ately it was the latter which, in 
the form of insignia, found its 
way onto the epaulettes of the 
uniforms worn by the town’s 
traffic wardens. As you can 
well imagine, residents of a 
certain community were out- 
raged, and described the 
offending initials as wholly 
inappropriate. And, as you will 
not be surprised to learn, the 
democratic rights of these 
people have been upheld so 
that the epaulettes now bear 
only numbers. Fine, but may we 
put one question: is someone 
taking the Personal Investment 
Security System out of our 
British folk? 


A close community 


Then, too, the guild or corp- 
oration kept a sharp look-out 
upon the poor; strangers were 
turned out of the town, and 
punishment was meted out to 
those who had taken them into 
their houses without having the 
consent of the authorities. In 
old town records we often 
come across instances of 
people being punished for 
‘harbouring inmates’. (from 
Social Life in England, published 
in 1920.) 

As you may have guessed, 
the writer of the above piece is 
dealing with the Middle Ages of 
our British history, since when 
advances in travel and comm- 
unication have changed the 
face of the land. Even so, the 
underlying principle expounded 
is not one to be despised, and 
could conceivably be adapted 
to the benefit of our national 
well-being. Birds of a feather do 
flock together, and we'll say 
this for as long as it takes to get 
the liberal loonies to listen. And 
something tells us that we may 
not have to wait all that long. 
Perceptions concerning the 
wonders of multi-culturalism 
are shifting towards sanity. 

Meantime, it is typical of our 
pompous media hacks that, in 
the wake of the terrorist 
attacks on the United States, 
the BNP is accused of stirring 
up trouble in places where large 
numbers of muslims are 
housed. Of course such areas 
do harbour terrorists, actual or 
potential. After all if, as has 
been reported, around one in six 
of Pakistanis living in their own 
land are active or passive 


THE WAY WE 
CLIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


supporters of Osama bin Laden, 
it would be foolish to suppose 
that some of the residents of 
Leicester and Bradford, etc., are 
not of a similar mind. Indeed we 
have seen, and read accounts 
of, some highly distasteful 
demonstrations involving 
extremists living in Britain; 
cowardly cretins who are more 
than happy to gloat over the 
devastation in New York and at 
the Pentagon. And now the 
BNP, which has warned, and 
warned again and again, of the 
trouble that Britain has been 
building up for herself, is under 
attack from those who would 
not heed the warnings. 


One that got 
through the net 


In the June issue of this 
magazine we commented on 
the composition of what is 
laughably described as the 
Upper Chamber of our Parlia- 
ment. Now, unless one reads 
The Guardian regularly — a habit 
which itself suggests possess- 
ion of a mental age of between 
five and seven years - it is 
difficult to keep up with the 
comings and goings of these 
new ‘lords’ and ‘ladies’ and pay 
them the respect (or otherwise) 
which they deserve. Thus to 
our lasting shame, we confess 
to never having heard of ‘Lord’ 
Dholakia until he turned up as 
President of the Lib-Dems. This 
is a pity because, belatedly, we 
have discovered that this bogus 
‘peer’ is an accomplished 
comedian. What he sometimes 
refers to as ‘The West’ and at 
other times as ‘civilised society’ 
is, it seems, responsible for all 
the misery in the world. How 
singularly strange, then, that he 
has chosen to live and, dare we 
Say it, prosper in this wicked 
fraternity, unless of course he 
should turn out to be a prophet 
— which does seem unlikely. 
Poor Willie Hague, for emitting 
the most modest of squeaks 
about Britain's asylum-seeker 
nightmare, is accused of 
encouraging racial tensions and 
fuelling xenophobia. It is, 


apparently, wrong for the 
wicked ‘West’ to make any 
attempt to control the human 
flow. It should — and, lets face 
it, this is a terrific punch line — 
redress its policies as a matter 
of priority. ; 

Mr. Dholakia reckons that 
the Tory Party has passed its _ 
sell-by date, and he is probably 
right. But one day historians 
will have to fathom out how the 
Liberal-Democrats managed to 
get their claptrap onto the 
shelves in the first place. 


Give ‘em hell, Milo 


Regarding justice, we were 
brought up to believe that a 
suspected wrongdoer would, 
on there being sufficient 
evidence, be arrested, immed- 
iately charged with the alleged 
offence, brought to trial and 
acquitted or punished as the 
case might be. 

However, the illegal War 
Crimes Tribunal at The Hague 
does not work this way. Having 
got former Yugoslav President 
Slobodan Milosevic under lock 
and key, the chief prosecutor, 
Carla del Ponti is, it appears, 
now empowered to file as many 
charges as she can dream up, 
none of which were read out to 
the accused on his apprehen- 
sion. We can scarcely wait for 
the day when this by no means 
unintelligent, and unusually 
articulate, man stands in the 
dock and hopefully tears Carla 
and her silly lot to little pieces. 


Happens all the 
time, you know! 


Swiss Cottage, London, 
Sunday September 30th, 00.11 
a,m. Euan Blair and a mate are 
surrounded and mugged by 
eight to ten black youths, When 
news of the incident breaks — 
four days later — a Downing 
Street spokesman observes 
that: “It was the sort of thing 
one would not normally report.” 
Was he saying — and we have 
to suppose he was - that the 
occurrence was so common- 
place, so trivial, that it should 
have been disregarded and 


quickly forgotten? But would he 
have offered a similar opinion if 
two black men had been surr- 
ounded and attacked by a gang 
of white boys? We do not need 
to know what is trivial and 
what is not. 


Quo vadis? 

There is a whiff of tolerance 
in the air and it is objectionable. 
It can play no part in the 
struggle against those who 
would destroy our nation. 
Should anyone think otherwise, 
let them reflect on these 
things:- 

Decent law-abiding folk are 
prosecuted and flung into prison 
for defending their homes and 
their possessions. Is this toler- 
ance? 

Our God-given right to 
discuss, and argue a point on, 
any subject under the sun has 
been taken from us. Is this 
tolerance? 

Hundreds of Irish Republican 
terrorists have been released 
from gaol so that they may 
carry on the work of maiming 
and murdering our people in 
Ulster and on the mainland. Is 
this tolerance? 

The wicked crime of buggery 
is no longer classified even as a 
misdemeanour, and our young 
folk have never been in greater 
peril from the attentions of per- 
verted predators. Is this toler- 
ance? 

Against the will of the great 
majority, our rulers carry on 
with the illegal transfer of 
absolute power to a faceless 
Commission in Brussels. Is this 
tolerance? 

Rights, privileges and bene- 
fits are showered upon illegals 
and asylum-seekers, while 
housing, healthcare, transport 
and education remain in perpet- 
ual decline. Is this tolerance? 

A once respected and depen- 
dable police force has been 
virtually neutered in a mad-cap 
rush to counter what is quaintly 
described as ‘institutionalised 
racism’, so that merely to walk 
the streets becomes more 
perilous every day. Is this toler- 
ance? 

Our British National Party 
has been likened to a ship, a 
refuge where the afflicted and 
persecuted may climb on board 
to regain strength and self- 
esteem. That ship is powered 
by an engine of enthusiasm, the 
workings of which other parties 
cannot begin to comprehend. If 
the Party forsakes the engine 
and trims its sails to every 
flutter on the ocean it will surely 
founder. 


Page 21 


LU SAAN NAAN 


The Editor 

‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box.24/1 

Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: Why did our rulers call for three 
minutes’ silence in memory of the people 
killed in the attacks on the World Trade 
Centre and Pentagon, when we only have 
two minutes for the millions who died in 
two world wars? 

| believe that the answer could be that 
the attack on the World Trade Centre was 
an attack on something regarded as 
especially sacred by our establishment. 
Perhaps they see the WTC as symbolic of 
the anglo-American Axis (the use of the 
lower case ‘a’ in ‘anglo’ is intentional 
here). 

Also, skyscrapers are symbolic of all 
that modern America stands for — in 
particular global capitalism. | suspect that 
it is the latter, rather than ‘freedom’ and 
‘democracy’ that is seen to have been 
desecrated. 

| would also like to point out the 
absolute madness of building towers 160 
storeys high to accommodate 50,000 
people — an open invitation to terrorist 
action, as with copycat buildings else- 
where in the world. These New York 
erections were built, not because of any 
shortage of land space (an absurdity in the 
USA), but, again, as a symbol of America’s 
successful pursuit of material wealth 
almost as an end in itself. One might be 
forgiven for finding a comparison with the 
Tower of Babel. 

Anyway, there is a sense in which 
certain people in the US will be able to 
draw some consolation from what 
happened. Hollywood will be able to mint 
billions of dollars out of the disaster. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: The recent atrocities committed in the 
United States are tragic but — scale and 
numbers of dead apart — no more so than 
the atrocities committed by other terrorists 
around the world over the years. 

Let us not forget the crimes committed 
by the Stern Gang and similar Jewish 
groups in Palestine, by Eoka in Cyprus and 
by the Mau Mau in Kenya. Let us not forget 
how innocent people were butchered in 
Aden, Rhodesia and Sierra Leone. Above 
all, let us remember the victims of the IRA, 
which for the past 30 years has been 
funded, armed and equipped and given a 
safe haven by the United States while they 
carried out their atrocities against Britain. 

Tony Blair, our excuse for a prime 
minister, says that Britain stands shoulder 
to shoulder with America on the terrorist 
attacks over there; and so we should. But 
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what a pity America did not stand shoulder 
to shoulder with us against the IRA — or 
indeed at the time of Suez in 1956, or at 
the time of Aden... Need | go on? 

S. SINCLAIR 

London S.E.24 


SIR: Of course the attacks in America were 
deplorable, but can anyone explain to me 
why these attacks amount to terrorism 
while the bombing of Yugoslavia by Bill 
and Tony was not. Now the people of 
America will perhaps begin to understand 
what their darling Bill and his rent boy 
Tone did to the innocent people, including 
women and children, of Yugoslavia — in 
the cause of their global New World Order. 
N.G. CHARNLEY 

Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: | could hardly believe my eyes when | 
.clicked onto the British National Party 
website after the attacks on New York and 
Washington and read that “Nationalists 
agree that British forces should be used 
side-by-side with America in what is far 
more their quarrel than ours.” 

For years | have admired the way in 
which the BNP has stood firmly for British 
independence and opposed our satellite 
status vis-a-vis the United States. Now we 
find the party going along with Tony Blair 
in the latest of his demonstrations of serv- 
ility to the American President. 

Of course, we all deplore what 
happened to the innocent victims in the 
three attacks carried out by Muslim terror- 
ists, but we should know what led to it — 
America’s unswerving support of Israel 
and her determination to try to order the 
affairs of the whole world far beyond her 
borders. Nothing should be done to 
reinforce these policies. 

Spearhead had it right when it said last 
month (‘What We Think’, page 3) that if 
the Americans are determined to continue 
in their policies of global mastery and 
support of Israel, whether the latter be 
right or wrong, we most certainly should 
not help them. 

The latest BNP stance on foreign affairs 
reveals another thing: that Mr. Griffin has 
done a big about-turn since the days back 
in the 1980s when he visited Libya and 
went cap in hand to Colonel Gadaffi. 

B.W. AKERS 
Maidstone, Kent 


SIR: We are approaching a unique situation 
in the history of the world. 

Enoch Powell was the one MP in his 
time with the courage to say out loud what 
vast numbers of others were quietly 
thinking. For a long time they have been 
trying to suppress all free expression on 
race of the kind Powell was uttering. Now 
they want to extend this to religion. 

And Peter Tatchell said recently that it 
should also be extended to homosexuality. 

If these people get their way, the 
relatively small number of self-acknow- 
ledged ‘racists’ will be the only group to 
express their views openly about anything. 
M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Recently, some 450 illegal immig- 
rants tried to enter Spain in rubber boats 
from North Africa but were locked up and 
then quickly sent back. If the Spanish can 
do it, why doesn’t our government do the 
same with so-called ‘refugees’ coming in 
illegally from France? 

Our Government is hopelessly weak on 
this issue and dodges its duty to our 
people. The French allow the asylum- 
seekers to pass unhindered to the Channel 
ports, and shelters them within sight of 
the Channel Tunnel —- an open invitation to 
them to invade our shores. They protest 
that if the refugee centre at Sangatte is 
closed the immigrants will be on the streets 
nearby. But if we made it clear that they 
would not be let into Britain they wouldn’t 
bother to get to the Channel in the first 
place — as Mr. Woodley said in last month’s 
‘Letters’. 

M. TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: If anyone wants to know why we are 
letting in all these asylum-seekers they 
only needed to watch the documentary 
Welcome to Britain, screened by BBC2 in 
September, which showed the process by 
which would-be immigrants are inter- 
viewed and screened prior to entry. 

Of the many employees shown working 
in the offices where the screening took 
place, a huge portion belonged themselves 
to the ethnic minorities, while of the 
Whites virtually all looked and sounded like 
the standard lefty-liberal, bleeding-heart, 
politically correct types. 

Whoever appoints these people to their 
jobs seems determined that they will make 
the ‘right’ (or should | say ‘left’?) decisions 
as to who will be let in — in other words, 
almost everyone! 

P. ROBERTSON 
Edinburgh 


SIR: | am writing with reference to the 
article ‘One change too far’. 
| can live with people saying they are 


’ working for an all-white Britain or saying 


that they accept ethnic communities in the 
country in some shape or form — as long as 
they are honest about it and not trying to 
be wolves in sheep’s clothing. 

Malvern Tipping wrote in the October 
1999 issue of Spearhead about the problem 
of attracting support on the basis of a 
watered-down policy which was at variance 
with the party’s whole raison d’étre. 

The rational case for repatriation is the 
right of a race of people to a homeland. The 
moral case is based on an idealistic view of 
western values, and the society which 
could be created if those values held sway. 

Winning back our national freedom is a 
moral cause, and for me a religious one as 
well; and those who are dishonest, cynical 
or unscrupulous cannot preach that 
message for long and be believable. 

The vision of a white Britain is an ideal 
which | am convinced it is important to 
have in mind, even though it may at the 
moment seem unobtainable. 

C. HAINES 
liford, Essex 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, 
Herts. EN8& 8ZU. Cheques/POs made 
payable to ‘Freedom’. 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 

Freedom for Britain and the British 

The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 

£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 

Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
uther side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. 


B.N.P. VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January ‘97 

Video of the postponed 1996 BNP Annual Rally, 
held in London on January 25th 1997. Speeches 
by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest José 
Ramos. 
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Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Rally November “97 

Video of the second BNP rally of the year, held in 
Oxfordshire. Excellent regional reports, plus stirring 
speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick Griffin and 
John Tyndall. 

Prices of videos are £15.00 plus 83p p&p. 


OTHER ITEMS 
Key rings 
BNP kev rings with logo in red, white and blue are 


still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 
order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

North West London BNP is proud to present some 
great T-shirts which can be worn anywhere. 
These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map background of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recommended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘North West 
Trading’ and send to PO Box 128, Pinner, Middle- 
sex HA5 1XT. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
US$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 


Identity is the official monthly magazine of the British National Party. 
With 16 full colour glossy pages, and a four page merchandise insert, 
plus articles on a wide range of topics, party news and new initiatives, 
Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 


The cover price of identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spnithanieahchtiin Gi slates 
for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or Postal 
Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 51, Oundle, PES 6WQ. 


Chive to 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus) £7.85. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic and 
Germanic ancestors in about 100 AD. Two books 
in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 

.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed Campbell) £17.80. A 
handsome, well illustrated book covering the history 
of England and the culture of its people from the 
4th to 11th centuries. With leftist teachers and 
curriculum advisers doing all they can to under- 
mine knowledge of, and pride in, our ancestors 
among the younger generation, it is important that 
nationalists get books like this into the hands of 
their growing children. 1982 (rep. 1991), 272pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £13.00. A beaut- 
ifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature 
from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
‘must’ for lovers of legend. 1979, 224pp. 
ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, Scots 
and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects onthe events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo- Saxon 
culture and organisation and relations with the 
Celts between the leaving of the Romans and the 
coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray (£28.85). This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.85. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.1. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £9.40. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of our islands. 
' 1989, 324pp: 
BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361pp. 
CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham). £15.55. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the wealthy, 
and how money manipulation has disastrous con- 
sequences..1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving's freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmiey) 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

‘ Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be included 
in remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a number 
of different political and/or religious viewpoints, 
very few of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent organisation, the British 
National Party. The party’s mail order book 
service distributes these books because it is felt 
that they fill important gaps in public information 
and understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that all 
the content of the books should be taken as 
representative of the policies of the party. The 
party reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 1995, 
xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain's World War Il 
leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author is 
more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in the 
political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 


by DAVID ASTLE 


A study of 
the power of 
money in 
ancient and 
modern 
times (see 
this page) 


the year! 643pp. 

COME CLEAN, Mr. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£2.00. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the saga of the Stephen Law- 
rence murder but has used for his own purposes 
exactly the same sort of violent hoodlums as 
those who committed it. Seven pp. (A4). 
COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35 HB. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £10.25. 
About the shocking treatment of German civilians 
under the post-war allied occupation, 1945-50. 
The hidden story of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
in European history. 288pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF officer 
and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injus- 
tices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE: THE STORY OF THE RHODESIAN SPECIAL 
AIR SERVICE (Barbara Cole) £13.30. About the 
campaign against terrorism waged by the Rhod- 
esian equivalent of Britain’s SAS. 1984, 449pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.15; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National party. A ‘must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998. 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£9.20. The book argues that European Union is 
fascist and corporate in inspiration. Discusses the 
Bilderberg Group, the CIA and internationalists like 
Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reitlinger. 1996, 
149pp. 


FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988), 519pp. 
FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkett, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £2.00. A reapp- 
raisal of Britain's membership of the European 
Union. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £13.40. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 


suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GRIP OF DEATH, THE (Michael Rowbottom) 
£16.75. Fine study of modern money, debt slavery 
and destructive economics. 1990, 337pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed tothe 
gods of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and economic nationalism with 
great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 

HATE COMES TO TOWN (Alexander Baron) £2.35. 
The lies and poison of the Searchlight ‘Edu- 
cational’ Trust, documented, exposed and decon- 
structed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 

HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) £18.85. 
The story of the attempted communist takeover 
of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. The truth 
about the ‘Blacklist’ and the HUAC hearings. A 
‘must’ for students of media lies. 1998, 365pp. 
IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £36.55. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British Nationalism 
from the 1930s to the 1970s. Though not 
supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 
JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of Life’, 
this book argues that the world is governed by 
natural forces in man and nature, rather than by 
genteel political and religious creeds. First 
published circa 1930 (rep. 1992), 73pp. 

MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £5.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85 Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political develop- ment and 
the stirring campaigns he has fought in, including 
the one that resulted in his being elected to the 
Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 


An exposure 
of the secret 
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world 


government 
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page) 


lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 

ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A‘demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 

OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 HB. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.50. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed, despite the influential forces pro- 
moting it. 1967, 80pp. 

RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE ({Hillaire 
Belloc) £4.00. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement.Tren- 
chant criticism of both capitalism and commun- 


ism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays 
arguing that white patriots should adopt insur- 
gent rather than conservative strategies to defend 
their culture and values. Although it is written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British Nationalists also. 1997, 250pp. 
ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt & 
Others) £5.40. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives. 1996, 111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61pp. 

TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £13.05. A businessman dis- 
cusses the origins of our money system, its 
social and ecological consequences and some 
propo- sals for its reform. 1996, 137pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser for lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £8.10. An exposure 
of the links between Wall Street finance and the 
Russian Revolution of 1917 are proved beyond 
all question by an established scholar. 1974, 
228pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £11.55. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfac- 
tory and beneficial financial system. A long-est- 
ablished classic. 1926 (rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £9.60. 
Fine reprint of a remarkably far-seeing book, first 
published in 1915, which argued that the war then 
raging would do incalculable damage to the 
genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. Disturbing 
but fascinating. 1981, 127pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous exposé 
ofZionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 
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Woking BNP makes local news 


WOKING BRANCH of the British National 
Party, one of the party’s lesser-known units, 
has won considerable local publicity in recent 
weeks. This is due in large part to an energetic 
leaflet drive aimed at pointing out the dangers 
of Islamic extremism. Many people in the 
party are surprised to know that this reputedly 
prosperous town in the Surrey stockbroker 
belt has a very high Asian population, partic- 
ularly of Muslims, A number of gang attacks 
by Asians in the town have, predictably, been 
played down by local police. 

The BNP’s campaign in Woking has 
resulted in the usual hysterical wails from 
loc] do-gooders. Says party spokesman Francis 
Mc: lister: “We would obviously be doing 
som. thing drastically wrong if the local PC 
circus, reak show didn’t run to the news- 
papers 1» puff out their chests and wax lyrical 
about the ‘rich multi-racial tapestry’ enjoyed 


by the town.” That well-known phrase was in 
fact immediately seized upon by the press at 
the first sign of a BNP leaflet in the area. 

The party’s Woking campaign has resulted 
in two front pages in the Woking News & Mail 
(circulation 40,000), an interview in the paper’s 
offices, stories in other local papers like the 
Woking Informer and The Rush and hourly 
news bulletins on The Eagle radio station 
(96.4m). This is the most listened-to local 
station in Surrey. 

One interesting aside: In the wake of the 
attacks on the World Trade Centre in New 
York, Woking police have stepped up security 
around the local mosque. At the same time, 
tens of thousands of pounds worth of damage 
was done to a church directly opposite the 
mosque. Whether or not this was caused by 
Muslim extremists, there has been no news of 
police protecting the church. 


BNP members at Paris festival 
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BNP members and 
nationalists from 
many ocher coun- 
tries attended the 
massive Bleu, Blanc, 
Rouge festival 

@ staged by the 
French Front Nat- 
ional in Paris in late 
September. Here is 

y a shot of the great 
meeting addressed 
by FN leader Jean- 
Marie Le Pen (photo 
by Joe Gould). 
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TYNE & WEAR BNP activists have 
launched a new campaign in Sunderland. 
Following the success of the campaign to 
halt plans to convert a former home for the 
aged into a hostel for asylum-seekers in 
nearby Washington, the party is now dis- 
tributing a new leaflet in the areas of 
Sunderland it intends to fight in next year’s 
local elections. 

The leaflet accuses the Labour Party of 
taking the voters of Sunderland for granted. 
Following the recent furore over the 
remarks of Sunderland South Labour MP 
Chris Mullin, who supported the inlux of 
asylum-seekers into the area, the leaflet 
should have great resonance with the 
neglected indigenous voters. It accuses 
Labour of being the Tories in disguise, and 
of putting asylum-seekers before local 
people in the provision of services. 

At the general election last June the two 
BNP candidates polled over 1,200 votes. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
youwantto 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


OLDHAM BRANCH of the British 
National Party hosted a hugely successful 
meeting on the 30th September, at which 
Spearhead editor and BNP founder John 
Tyndall was the guest speaker. A number of 
careful counts found between 90 and 100 
present. 

The meeting was opened by North West 
regional organiser Chris Jackson, in the 
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Tyndall at Oldham: 
great meeting! 


He was followed by Oldham branch 
organiser Mick Treacy, who reported on 
local BNP progress. He also condemned the 
way in which the original name of the anti- 
terrorist operation in Afghanistan, ‘Infinite 
Justice’, had been dropped because it had 
met with Muslim opposition — just another 
surrender to the demands of the ethnic 
minorities. 
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OLDHAM MEETING: TYNDALL SPEAKS 


Seated on left of picture is Chris Jackson, on right Mick Treacy 


chair. A brief preliminary report was given 
by Pete Barker of Rochdale, who related 
how his local British Legion had recently 
been put on the spot when there had been 
agitation for Muslims to be represented at 
remembrance ceremonies. Traditionalists in 
the Legion had fought a bitter battle with a 
politically correct faction over this, and in 
the end the traditionalists won the day — a 
great victory for patriotism and common 
sense. 


NATIONALIST LITERATURE 
SALE. British, Southern African and 
North American papers from 1960s 
onwards. Please send stamped-add- 
ressed envelope for sales list to: The 
Advertiser (Literature sale), PO Box 
2471, Hove, East Sussex BN3 4DT. 
Half of all proceeds will go to 
Friends of Spearhead. 


John Tyndall began his speech by saying 
that he intended to talk about Britain, its 
people, its history and its heritage — subjects 
badly neglected by today’s educationalists. 
He spoke of the need for Britons to guard 
against the attempts to divide them by the 
use of bogus internal ‘nationalisms’ and of 
the need for them to regard themselves as of 
one family with their kindred around the 
world. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


He went on to describe Britain’s position 
of tremendous wealth and power only a 
short time ago in historical terms, and how 
it had all been brought to ruin by the polit- 
icians. As a rebuttal of the fashionable 
theory of ‘race equality’, he related how a 
few tens of thousands of Britons managed 
for more than a century to maintain domin- 
ance over an Indian population of then over 
300 millions. 

He challenged the current demonisation 
of ‘racism’, saying that, although national- 
ists should not oblige their enemies by 
adopting the latter’s language, neither 
should they run in terror from the term. “If 
people shout ‘racist’ at me,” he-said, I just 
reply: “So what!” 

Mr. Tyndall poured contempt on the 
cowardice of the politicians in the face of an 
alien invasion of Britain. Of those who 
shout in favour of the multi-racial society, 
he said, only a minority really believe what 
they say; the remainder are just apparatchiks 
watching their backsides and safeguarding 
their jobs. What Britain is facing, he said, is 
not only a failure of policy but a failure of 
character. It is the mission of the BNP, not 
only to rectify bad policies, but to put 
people of real strength of character in 
charge of national affairs. We need people, 
he said, who display the spirit of the 
defenders of Rorke’s Drift, who understood 
that they had no alternative but to fight; 
escape, like today, was not an option. 

Speaking about terrorism, he said that it 
was all very well to say that the majority of 
Muslims in Britain were peaceful and law- 
abiding; that may well be true, but if just 
half of one per cent are sympathetic to the 
terrorists that makes at least 10,000 of such 
people in our midst. How are we to sort 
them out from the remainder? 

Mr. Tyndall was scornful of Prime 
Minister Blair’s global posture against 
terrorism. This is the man, he said, who not 
long ago was entertaining the friends of the 
IRA to tea and cakes in Downing Street! 
Just who is he to speak? 

He concluded by summarising the kind of 
Britain for which the BNP fought: a country 
that was free, strong and white! 

He finished to a long standing ovation, 
and the meeting ended in tremendous 
enthusiasm, while an excellent collection 
raised nearly £600. 


Page 27 


generation 
that has been 
betrayed 


The picture here shows Battle of Britain flying crew, enjoying a brief rest between the 


many sorties in which they had to engage to protect our country in 1940. They should 
never be forgotten. 


For what purpose did they take to the skies? In their own minds there was never any 
doubt. It was to defend Britain from what they believed was the threat of a foreign 
invasion: to preserve its freedom, its identity and its way of life. 


But that was not all. They believed they were defending an empire, that they were 
defending Britain's worldwide interests, her position as a great power. 


But in less than two generations they have been betrayed — betrayed by politicians 
who have thrown away everything they fought for, which many of them died for. 


We have been invaded — though not by Germans. The politicians have opened our 
doors to the whole world — Afro-Caribbeans, Indians, Pakistanis, Bangladeshis, Somalis, 
Kenyans, Nigerians, lranians, Kurds, Kosovans and many more. They take houses and 


jobs and they make demands on social services, all of which are needed by our own 
people. 


And the freedom for which our war veterans fought has been thrown away - to 
_ Europe and to America. We are now no longer masters of our own fate. We have 
governments that dance to the tune called by others — as surely as if we had been 
occupied by the Germans in World War Il. 


There is only one party today that is fighting this betrayal, that seeks to create the 
kind of country for which our war heroes fought and died. This is the British National 
Party. Is it where you belong? 


For more information on the 
British National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 

Waltham Cross 
Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 


